
35-904 0 

STATEMENT OF INFORMATION 

HEARINGS 

BEFORE THE 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

NINETY-THIRD CONGRESS 

SECOND SESSION 

PURSUANT TO 

H. Res. 803 
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE COMMITI'EE 
ON THE JUDICIARY TO INVESTIGATE WHETHER SUFFICIENT 
GROUNDS EXIST FOR THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES TO 

EXERCISE ITS CONSTITUTIONAL POWER TO IMPEACH 

RICHARD M. NIXON 

PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

BooK IV-PART 1 

EVENTS FOLLOWING 
THE WATERGATE BREAK-IN 

March 22, 1973-April 30, 1973 

MAY-JUNE 1974 

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 

WASHINGTON : 1974 

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. Price: $15.15 in sets of 3 parts. 



COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

PETER W. RODINO, JR., New Jersey, Chairman 

HAROLD D. DONOHUE, Massachusetts 
JACK BROOKS, Texas 
ROBERT W. KASTENMEIER, Wisconsin 
DON EDWARDS, California 
WILLIAM L. HUNGATE, Missouri 
JOHN CONYERS, JR., Michigan 
JOSHUA EILBERG, Pennsylvania 
JEROME R. WALDIE, California 
WALTER FLOWERS, Alabama 
JAMES R. MANN, South Carolina 
PAULS. SARBANES, Maryland 
JOHN F. SEIBERLING, Ohio 
GEORGE E. DANIELSON, California 
ROBERT F. DRINAN, Massachusetts 
CHARLES B. RANGEL, New York 
BARBARA JORDAN, Texas 
RAY THORNTON, Arkansas 
ELIZABETH HOLTZMAN, New York 
WAYNE OWENS, Utah 
EDWARD MEZVINSKY, Iowa 

EDWARD HUTCHINSON, Michigan 
ROBERT MCCLORY; Illinois 
HENRY P. SMITH III, New York 
CHARLES W. SANDMAN, JR., New Jersey 
TOM RAILSBACK, Illinois 
CHARLES E. WIGGINS, California 
DAVID W. DENNIS, Indiana 
HAMILTON FISH, JR., New York 
WILEY MAYNE, Iowa 
LAWRENCEJ. HOGAN, Maryland 
M. CALDWELL BUTLER, Virginia 
WILLIAMS. COHEN, Maine 
TRENT LOTT, Mississippi 
HAROLD V. FROEHLICH, Wisconsin 
CARLOS J. MOORHEAD, California 
JOSEPH J. MARAZITI, New Jersey 
DELBERT L. LATTA, Ohio 

JOHN DoAR, Special CounBel 
ALBERT E. JENNER, Jr., Special Counsel to the Minority 
JOSEPH A. WOODS, Jr., Senior Associate Special Counsel 

RICHARD CATES, Senior Associate Special Counsel 
BERNARD W. NUSSBAUM, Senior Associate Special Counsel 

ROBERT D. SACK, Senior Associate Special COunBel 
ROBERT A. SHELTON, Associate Special Counsel 

SAMUEL GARRISON III, Deputy Minority Counsel 

FRED H. ALTSHULER, Counsel 
THOMAS BELL, Counsel 
w. PAUL BISHOP, Counsel 
ROBERT L. BROWN, Counsel 
MICHAEL M. CONWAY, Counsel 
RUFUS COR)IIER, Special Assistant 
E. LEE DALE, Counsel 
JOHN B. DAVIDSON, Counsel 
Ev AN A. DA VIS, Counsel 
CONSTANTINE J. GEKAS, Counsel 
RICHARD H. GILL, Counsel 
DAGMAR HAMILTON, Counsel 
DAVID HANES, Special Ass.iBtant 
JOHN E. KENNAHAN, Counsel 
TERRY R. KIRKPATRICK, Counsel 
JOHN R. LABOVITZ, Counsel 
LAURANCE LUCCHINO, Counsel 
R. L. SMITH MCKEITHEN, Counsel 

(Il) 

ALAN MARER, Counsel 
ROBERT P. MURPHY, Counsel 
JAMES B. F. OLIPHANT, Counsel 
RICHARD H. PORTER, Counsel 
GEORGE RAYBORN, Counsel 
JAMES REUM, Counsel 
HILl,ARY D. RODHAM, Counsel 
STEPHEN A. SHARP, Counsel 
JARED STAl!ELL, Counsel 
RoscoE B. STAREK III, Counsel 
GARY w. SUTTON, Counsel 
EDWARD s. SZUKELEWICZ, Counsel 
ROBERT J. TRAINOR, Counsel 
J. STEPHEN w ALKER, Counsel 
BEN A. WALLIS, JR., Counsel 
WILLIAM WELD, Counsel 
WILLIAM A. WHITE, Counsel 



FOREWORD 

By Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Chairman, 
Committee on the Judiciary 

On February 6, 1974, the House of Representatives adopted by a 

vote of 410-4 the following House Resolution 803: 

RESOLVED, That the Committee on the Judiciary acting as 
a whole or by any subcommittee thereof appointed by the 
Chairman for the purposes hereof and in accordance with 
the Rules of the Committee, is authorized and directed 
to investigate fully and completely whether sufficient 
grounds exist for the House of Representatives to exer
cise its constitutional power to impeach Richard M. 
Nixon, President of the United States of Ainerica. The 
committee shall report to the House of Representatives 
such resolutions, articles of impeachment, or other 
recommendations as it deems proper. 

Beginning in November 1973, acting tmder resolutions referred to 

the Committee by the Speaker of the House and with a special appropria

tion, I had begun to organize a special staff to investigate serious 

charges against the President of the United States. 

On May 9, 1974, as Chairman of the Connnittee on the Judiciary, 

I convened the Committee for hearings to review the results of the 

Impeachment Inquiry staff's investigation. The staff began its initial 

presentation the same day, in executive session, pursuant to the Com

mittee's Impeachment Inquiry Procedures adopted on May 2, 1974. 

By June 21, the Inquiry staff had concluded its initial presen-

tation. 

On June 25, the Committee voted to make public the initial pre

sentation including substantially all of the supporting material 
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presented at the hearings. The Committee also voted to make public the 

President's response, whichwas presented to the Committee on June 27 

and June 28 in the same form and manner as the Inquiry staff's initial 

presentation. 

Statements of information and supporting evidentiary material 

were compiled by the Inquiry staff in 36 notebooks and furnished in 

this form to each Member of the Committee. The notebooks presented 

material on several subjects of the Inquiry: the Watergate break-in 

and its aftermath, ITT, dairy price supports, domestic surveillance, 

abuse of the IRS, and the activities of the Special Prosecutors. 

The staff also presented to the Committee written reports on 

President Nixon's income taxes, Presidential impoundment of funds 

appropriated by Congress, and the bombing of Cambodia. 

Fifteen notebooks were furnished to the Members of the Committee 

relating to the Watergate break-in on June 17, 1972 and to events fol

lowing the break-in, through April 30, 1973. In each notebook a state

ment of information relating to a particular phase of the investigation 

was immediately followed by supporting evidentiary material, which in

cluded copies of documents and testimony (much already on public record), 

transcripts of Presidential conversations and affidavits. 

The fifteen volumes related to the Watergate phase of the 

Inquiry were divided into four books, as follows: 

Book I - Events Prior to the Watergate Break-In 
12/2/71 - 6/17/72 

Book II - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
6/17/72 - 2/9/73 
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Book III - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
6/20/72 - 3/22/73 

Book IV - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
3/22/73 - 4/30/73 

Book I dealt with events prior to the Watergate break-in. Book 

II dealt with allegations involving Presidential interference with the 

official Department of Justice investigation. Book III dealt with alle

gations concerning payments of "hush" money to Watergate defendants to 

insure their silence, offers of leniency and executive clemency, and 

the instigating or making of false statements to persons connected 

with an official investigation of Watergate~ Book III also included 

a chronology of events between February 9 and March 22, 1973. Book 

IV dealt with events relating to the President's investigation of the 

Watergate break-in and alleged cover-up between March 22 and April 30, 

1973. 

Every effort was made to preclude inferences in the presentation 

of this material. A deliberate and scrupulous abstention from conclu

sions, even by implication, was observed. 

With respect to the Presidential recorded conversations, the 

Connnittee determined to hear the recorded conversations in their 

entirety. The Presidential recorded conversations were neither para

phrased nor sunnnarized by the Inquiry staff. Thus, no inferences, or 

conclusions were drawn for the Committee. During the course of the 

hearings, Members of the Committee heard each recording and simultane

ously followed transcripts prepared by the Inquiry staff. Each of 
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these transcripts is reprinted under the appropriate Statement of 

Information. 

During the course of the hearings, the Cotmnittee found it neces

sary to issue four subpoenas to President Richard Nixon requiring tape 

recordings of 98 Presidential conversations as well as all papers and 

things prepared by, sent to, received by, or at any time contained in 

the files of H. R. Haldeman, John D. Ehrlichman, Charles W. Colson, John 

Dean, III, and Gordon Strachan to the extent that such papers or things 

related or referred directly or indirectly to the break-in and electronic 

surveillance of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters in the 

Watergate office building during May and June of 1972 or the investiga

tions of that break-in by the Department of Justice, the Senate Select 

Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities, or any other legislative, 

judicial, executive or administrative body, including members of the 

White House staff. 

The Cotmnittee also subpoenaed the President's daily diaries (logs 

of Presidential meetings, telephone calls, and other activities) for the 

periods April through July 1972, February through April 1973, July 12 

through July 31, , 1973 and October 1973. 

In response to these subpoenas, the President furnished· only 

edited White House transcripts of 31 of the subpoenaed conversations 

between March 17 and April 18, 1973. These edited transcripts were 

summarized by the Inquiry staff and made a part of the evidentiary 

material presented to the Cotmnittee. To the extent that the President 

declined to comply with the Cotmnittee's subpoenas and produce the 
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required material, the record of the Connnittee now made public in these 

volumes is incomplete. 

In a few instances, Ranking Minority Member Mr. Hutchinson and 

I determined, pursuant to authority granted us by the Connnittee, to 

defer the release of evidentiary material or to delete it for one of 

the following reasons: 

1) Because the public interest in making the material public was 

outweighed by the potential prejudice to the rights of defendants under 

indictment and awaiting trial. 

2) Because the information was classified or otherwise required 

confidential treatment, 

3) Because the material was only marginally pertinent and was 

considered to be defamatory, degrading or embarrassing, or, 

4) Because the material was not pertinent to Presidential 

responsibility within the outer limits of an impeachable offense within 

the meaning of the Constitution. 

The Connnittee on the Judiciary is working to follow faithfully 

its mandate "to investigate fully and completely" whether or not suf

ficient grounds exist to reconnnend that the House exercise its constitu

tional power of impeachment. 

I believe that the readers of these volumes will see that the 

Conunittee's primary effort in carrying out its mandate has been to ob

tain an objective, impartial presentation which will enable each Member 

of the Committee to make an informed judgment in fulfilling his or her 

constitutional responsibility. 
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I also believe that the publication of the record of these hear

ings will provide readers with a clear idea of the particulars of the 

investigation and that the proximity of the evidence will assure them 

that no statement of information is offered without supporting eviden

tiary material. 

July 1974 
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE 

The material contained in this volume is presented in two sec

tions. Section 1 contains a statement of information footnoted with 

citations to evidentiary material. Section 2 contains the same state

ment of information followed by the supporting material. 

Supporting material consists of information obtained at hearings 

before the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities; 

information developed in executive session by other Congressional com

mittees; information furnished to the Committee l>y the Grand Jury of 

the District of Columbia and by other grand juries; information fur

nished to the Committee by government agencies; transcripts of tape 

recordings of conversations among President Nixon and his key associates 

prepared by the ~ommittee staff; information furnished to the Committee 

by the President, the Executive Departments of the Government, the 

Special Prosecutor, and other information obtained by the Committee, 

much of which was already on the public record. 

Each page of supporting evidence is labeled with the footnote 

number and a description of the document or the name of the witness 

testifying. Copies of entire pages of documents and testimony are 

included, with brackets around the portions pertaining to the state

ment of information. Markings on the documents include item numbers 

and receipt stamps of the House Judiciary Committee and other agencies 

from which the Committee received material. 
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In a few instances, names of persons in sensitive positions 

have been deleted from documents at the request of the CIA, FBI and 

other investigative agencies. Some documents contained deletions when 

the Committee received them. 

In the citation of sources, the following abbreviations are 

used: "SSC" for S,enate Select Connnittee on Presidential Campaign 

Activities; "SJC" for Senate Judiciary Connnittee; and "HJC" for House 

Judiciary Committee. 

(XII) 



STATEMENf OF INFORMATION 

EVENTS FOLLOWING 

THE WATERGATE BREAK-IN 
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1. On March 22, 1973 from 1:57 to 3:43 p.m. there was~ meeting 

among the President, John Mitchell, H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman 

and John Dean. The following is an index to certain of the subjects 

discussed in the course of that meeting: 

Nature and purpose of a written report on 
Watergate-related matters to be drafted 
by John Dean. 

White House , contacts with the Senate 
Select Committee, and discussion of the 
activities of that Committee. 

White House position on doctrine of 
executive privilege, and possible 
changes in that position. 

White House relationship to future Grand 
Jury investigations. 

Reference to White House approach to 
disclosure as "modified 1:f.mited hang out" 
and other discussion relating to disclosure. 

TRANSCRIPT PAGE 

22-33, 52-53, 
57, 74-75 

7-19, 27-32, 35, 
46-51, 58-61, 64-68 

14, 19-21, 32-44, 
62, 64, 67-69, 76 

56-58 

70-74, 81-82, 86 

Page 

1.1 Tape recording of meeting among the President, 
John Mitchell, H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman 
and John Dean, March 22, 1973, 1:57 - 3:43 p.m., 
and House Judiciary Connnittee transcript there-
of •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • • • • • • • 108 

1. 2 H. R. Haldeman notes, March 22, 1973 (received 
from Watergate Grand Jury) ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 212 
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2. On March 22, 1973, during the meeting specified in the preceding 

paragraph, the President telephoned Attorney General Kleindienst and 

spoke to him from 2:19 to 2:26 p.m. According to the White House log 

of meetings and conversations between the President and the Attorney 

General, except for the President's cabinet meeting on March 9, the 

last previous meeting or conversation between the President and Attorney 

General Kleindienst occurred on March 1, 1973. The President directed 

Kleindienst to be the Administration's contact with Senator Howard 

Baker in connection with the hearings to be conducted by the Senate 

Select Committee. He asked Kleindienst to give Senator Baker "guidance," 

to be "our Baker handholder," to "babysit him, starting in like, like 

ten minutes." 

2.1 Tape recording of meeting among the President, 
John Mitchell, H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman 
and John Dean, March 22, 1973, 1:57 - 3:43 p.m., 
and House Judiciary CoDlllittee transcript there-

Page 

of. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 214 

2.2 Meetings and conversations between the President 
and Richard Kleindienst, March 22, 1973 (received 
from White House).................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 215 -
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3. On the morning of Mar ch 23, 1973 Judge John Sirica read in open 

court a letter that James McCord had written on March 19, 1973. The 

letter alleged in part that political pressure to plead guilty and 

remain silent had been applied to the defendants in the Watergate trial; 

that perjury had occurred during the trial; and that others involved in 

the Watergate operation were not identified when they could have been 

by those testifying. At this time, Judge Sirica deferred final sentenc

ing of all defendants except Gordon Liddy. Judge Sirica stated that in 

imposing sentence he would weigh as a factor the defendants' cooperation 

with the ongoing Watergate investigations. 

Page 

3.1 United States v. Liddy docket, March 23, 1973, 
28-29......... . ...................................... 218 

3.2 United States v. Liddy transcript of proceedings, 
March 23, 1973, 2-6, 33-40......................... •.• 220 
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4. On the morning of March 23, 1973 members of the press attempted 

to question John Dean regarding Patrick Gray's testimony at his confirma

tion hearings on the previous day that Dean "probably lied" when he told 

FBI agents on June 22, 1972 that he did not know whether Howard Hunt had 

a White House office. Later in the morning of March 23 Dean was informed 

by Paul O'Brien, an attorney for CRP, that a letter from James McCord to 

Judge Sirica had been read in open court. Dean has testified that he 

then telephoned Ehrlichman to inform him of McCord's letter and that 

Ehrlichman stated he had already received a copy. In the early after

noon of March 23 the President telephoned Dean from Key Biscayne. Dean 

has testified that the President told him, "Well, John, you were right 

in your prediction." Dean has testified that the President suggested 

that Dean and his wife go to Camp David and get some relaxation, and 

that Dean analyze the situation and report back to him. 

Page 

4.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 1002-03 ••••••••••••••••••• 236 

4.2 L. Patrick Gray testimony, SJC, Gray Nomination 
Hearings, March 22, 1973, 671 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 238 

4.3 Meetings and conversations between the President 
and John Dean, March 23, 1973 (received from 
Wh.i te House) • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 239 
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5. On March 23, 1973 the President telephoned Patrick Gray at 

1:11 p.m. According to the President's logs the last time the President 

had spoken to Gray was on February 16, 1973. Gray has testified that 

he cannot remember the President's precise words, but that the call was 

a "buck up call" -,in which the President told Gray that he knew the 

beating Gray had taken at his confirmation hearing; that it was very 

unfair; and that there would be another day to get back at their 

enemies. Gray has testified that he remembered distinctly that the 

President said to him, "You will remember, Pat, I told you to conduct 

a thorough and aggressive f.nvestigation." Gray also has testified 

that from March 21 on he received no or der from the President or anyone 

implementing a Presidential. directive to get all the facts with respect 

to the Watergate matter and report them directly to the President. 

5.1 Meetings and conversations between the President 
and L. Patrick Gray, March 23, 1973 (received f . . . . .. . 

~om 'Wll.i te ~~use) ••••.•.•••••••••••••.••.••.••••••••• 

5.2 L. Patrick Gray log, March 23, 1973 (received 

Page 

242 

from SSC) . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • • 243 

5.3 L. Patrick Gray testimony, 9 SSC 3489-91, 
3506-07 • ..•....... • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 244 
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6. On March 23, 1973 the President met with H. R. Haldeman in Key 

Biscayne, Florida from 1:25 to 1:45 p.m. and from 2:00 to 6:30 p.m. 

Haldeman has testified that on March 23 the President told him that he 

had been informed about the McCord .letter and its contents, and that 

the President asked Haldeman to call Charles Colson to ask if Colson 

had ever offered Howard Hunt clemency or had any conversation with 

Hunt about clemency. Haldeman telephoned Colson some time before 

2:15 p.m. on March 23 and asked what commitment Colson had made to 

Howard Hunt with respect to the commutation of his sentence. Colson 

reported to Haldeman on this matter. Immediately after this conver

sation Colson dictated a memorandum of the conversation for the file. 

Colson's memorandum states, in part, that he told Haldeman that he 

made no representations nor used any one else's name in the conversation; 

that he had only told Hunt's lawyer that as long as he was around he 

would do anything he could to help Hunt. Colson's memorandum states 

that Haldeman asked what would happen if Hunt "blew" and that Colson 

replied that "it would be very bad" and that Hunt "would say things 

that would be very damaging." Colson's memorandum states that Haldeman 

replied, "then we can't let that happen." 

Page 

6.1 Meetings and conversations between the President 
and H. R. Haldeman, March 23, 1973 (received from 
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6.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3075-76 •••••••••••• 251 

6.3 Charles Colson draft statement prepared for 
delivery to the SSC, September 1973, 1, 41-43 ••••••• 253 

6.4 Memorandum for the file from Charles Colson, March 
23, 1973 (received from SSC) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 257 
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7. According to Colson's memorandum to the file regarding the 

telephone conversation between Colson and Haldeman described in the 

preceding paragraph, Haldeman also questioned Colson about a telephone 

conversation Colson had had with Magruder. Colson reported to Haldeman 

that one night in January or February 1972 Hunt and Liddy had come to 

Colson's office, and Hun~ had stated that Liddy had some excellent plans 

and ideas for intelligence and counterintelligence which he had not 

been able to have approved at CRP. Colson told Haldeman that without 

learning of the details of the plan or endorsing the plan, Colson had 

telephoned Magruder, had asked Magruder to advise Liddy whether he 

was going to be used in the campaign, and had told Magruder that Hunt 

was a good man and that his ideas should be considered. Colson told 

Haldeman that Magruder had assured Colson that the plan would be con

sidered. Haldeman told Colson that Magruder might not remember the 

conversation the same way a11d that Magruder thought Colson had told 

him to start Liddy's operation. Haldeman also told Colson that the 

reason for Haldeman's call was to help decide whether all White House 

aides should volunteer immediately to go before the Grand Jury waiving 

all privilege. Haldeman said he was concerned that the President not 

appear to be covering up. 

Page 

7.1 Memorandum for the file from Charles Colson, 
March 23, 1973 (received from SSC)................. 262 

See Book I, Tab 6 for additional evidence regarding 
Colson •-s 1972 telephone conversation with Magruder. 
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8. On the afternoon of March 23, 1973 Dean and his wife went to 

Camp David, Maryland. The White House compilation of meetings and 

conversations between the President and John Dean indicate that the 

President spoke by telephone with Dean at Camp David from 3:28 to 3:44 

p.m. Dean has testified that after the operator said that the Preside,.t 

was calling Haldeman came on the line an~ said that while Dean was at 

Camp David he should spend some time writing a , report on everything he 

knew about Watergate. Dean has testified that when he asked whether 

the report was for internal or public use Haldeman said that would be 

decided later. Haldeman has testified that Dean had been told to write 

a report prior to the time he left for Camp David. 

Page 

8.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 1002-03 •••••••••••••••••• 266 
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9. Between March 23 and March 28, 1973 John Dean stayed at Camp 

David and attempted to prepare a report on matters relating to the 

break-in at the DNC headquarters and the investigation of the break-in. 

A draft of portions of a report was prepared by Dean, and partially 

typed. It related certain events before and after the Watergate 

break-in. The draft report made no reference to Dean's meetings with 

the President or to any statements or actions by the President. Dean 

has testified that during his stay at Camp David he decided that he 

would have to think of some way for the President to get out in front 

of the matter and that, dut·ing a telephone conversation with Haldeman, 

he discussed the creation of an independent Warren-type commission. On 

March 28, 1973 Haldeman called Dean and requested that he return to 

Washington to meet with Mitchell and Magruder. 
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34-43, 3 SSC 1263-93 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 280 
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10. On March 26, 1973 the Los Angeles Times reported that James 

McCord had told investigators for the Senate Select Committee that both 

John Dean and Jeb Magruder had prior knowledge of the break-in at the 

DNC headquarters. On this same morning, H. R. Haldeman, who was with 

the President in Key Biscayne, Florida called Dean at Camp David. They 

discussed Dean's recollection of facts relating to the authorization 

of the Liddy Plan. Haldeman has testified that he asked Dean if he 

would have any problems if the President announced that day that he was 

requesting that Dean go to the grand jury without immunity; Dean replied 

that he would have no problem with appearing before the grand jury, but 

that his testimony concerning the number and purpose of the meetings 

among Dean, John Mitchell, Gordon Liddy and Magruder would conflict 

with the testimony previously given by Magruder; Dean stated that there 

were other areas of concern, such as payments to the defendants by 

Kalmbach, the $350,000, the Bunt threat~ and Colson's talk about helping 

Hunt. Following his telephone call with Dean, Haldeman met with the 

President. Haldeman has testified that the President decided to drop 

his plan to announce that Dean would be requesting an appearance immedi

ately before the grand jury. Haldeman has testified that the problem was 

that Dean had not really sorted out .the facts at that point and it was 

not appropriate for him to go to the grand jury. 
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11. On March 26, 1973 the President, in the presence of H. R. 

Haldeman, instructed Ronald Ziegler, his press secretary, to express 

the President's confidence in John Dean. Ziegler announced publicly 

on that day that the President had "absolute and total" confidence in 

Dean. 
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12. March 26, 1973 John Dean telephoned Jeb Magruder and Dean made 

a recording of the conversation. Dean has testified that at Haldeman's 

suggestion he telephoned Magruder and taped this conversation. Magruder 

acknowledged that the Los Angeles Times story stating that Dean had 

prior knowledge of the break-in was a "bum rap" for Dean. There was 

also discussion about the number and purpose of meetings among John 

Mitchell, Gordon Liddy, Magruder and Dean. Magruder told Dean that 

Magruder had testified that there had been "one meeting, not two," and 

that the purpose of . the meeting was to go over the general framework 

of the job of CRP general counsel. 

Page 

12 .1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 1004. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 332 

12.2 Taped conversation between Dean and Magruder, 
March 26, 1973, SSC Exhibit No. 34-40, 3 SSC 
1258-59. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 333 

(15) 



13. On March 26, 1973 the District of Columbia United States 

Attorney's office filed in open court a motion for an order compelling 

Gordon Liddy to testify under a grant of immunity before the grand jury 

investigating the Watergate break-in. As of March 27, 1973 Judge Sirica 

granted leave to proceed forthwith with grand jury interrogation of 

Howard Hunt and other of the convicted Watergate defendants. From 

March 28, 1973 through April 5, 1973 hearings were held in open court 

and orders were entered compelling Howard Hunt, Gordon Liddy and the 

remaining Watergate defendants to testify before the grand jury under 

grant of immunity. 
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14. On March 27, 1973 Jeb Magruder met with John Mitchell in New 

York City and discussed the potential of Magruder's being brought before 

the grand jury on a perjury count. Magruder has testified that he 

received from Mitchell assurances respecting continued salary and that 

they discussed executive clemency. Mitchell has testified that with 

respect to support, he told Magruder that he "was a very outstanding 

young man and I liked and I worked with and to the extent that I 

could help him in any conceivable way, I would be delighted to do so." 

Mitchell has testified that he did not make any promises of executive 

clemency. During the conve:rsation, Magruder asked for a meeting with 

Haldeman. 
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15. On March 27, 1973 the President met from 11:10 a.m. to 1:30 p.m. 

with John Ehrlichman and from 11:35 a.m. to 1:35 p.m. with H. R. Haldeman. 

Ehrlichman has testified that at this meeting the President directed him 

to contact Attorney General Kleindienst. The President has stated that 

on March 27, 1973 he directed that Kleindienst be told to report directly 

to the President anything he found in the Watergate area. The President 

has produced an edited transcript of this conversation and a summary of 

that transcript has been prepared. 
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16. On March 28, 1973 Mitchell and Haldeman met with Magruder in 

Haldeman's office. They discussed Magruder's false testimony regarding 

the approval of the Liddy Plan. Haldeman telephoned Dean and requested 

that he return from Camp David to meet with Mitchell and Magruder. Dean 

has testified that on his return he went directly to Haldeman's office; 

that Haldeman told him that Mitchell and Magruder were waiting in another 

office to discuss with Dean his knowledge of the January and February 

1972 meetings in Mitchell's office; that Dean said he would not lie 

about those meetings; and that Haldeman said he did not want to get 

into it but Dean should work it out with Mitchell and Magruder. Dean 

met with Mitchell and Magruder. Following the meeting, both Mitchell 

and Dean reported to Haldeman that there was a problem as to what the 

facts were regarding the 1972 meetings. 
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17. On March 28, 1973 John Ehrlichman telephoned Attorney General 

Kleindienst on the President's instructions and asked Kleindienst a 

series of questions which the President had dictated and which Ehrlich

man had hand written on a piece of paper. Ehrlichman, during the con

versation, told Kleindienst that the President directed him to tell the 

Attorney General that the best information he had or has is that neither 

Dean, Haldeman, Colson nor Ehrlichman nor anybody in the White House 

had any prior knowledge of the Watergate burglary and that the President 

was counting on the Attorney General to provide him with any informa

tion to the contrary and to contact him direct. Ehrlichman also told 

the Attorney General that serious questions were being raised with 

regard to John Mitchell and the President wanted the Attorney General 

to communicate to him any evidence or inferences on that subject. 
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18. On August 22, 1973 the President publicly stated that on the 

29th of March he directed Ehrl:ichman to continue the investigation that 

Dean was unable to conclude. 
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19. On March 29, 1973 a report of James McCord's testimony at an 

executive session in the Senate Select Committee on March 28, 1973 

appeared in the national press. The report said, among other things, 

that McCord testified that he had been told that John Mitchell, Charles 

Colson, John Dean and Jeb Magruder had prior knowledge of the Water

gate bugging operation. 

19.1 Washington Post, March 29, 1973, Al, Al8 •••••••••••• 

19.2 James McCord testimony, SSC Executive Session, 
March 28, 1973, 10-17, 31-32 •••••••••••••••••••••• ~. 

(22) 

Page 

432 

. . . 

434 



20. On August 15, 1973 the President stated that when he learned on 

March 30, 1973 that Dean had been unable to complete his report he 

instructed Ehrlichman to conduct an independent: inquiry and to bring 

all the facts to him. On March 30,the President met with John Ehrlichman 

and Ronald Ziegler from 12:02 to 12:18 p.m. According to the White House 

edited transcript of this meeting, the only subject discussed was a draft 

statement to be issued by Ziegler at a press briefing. Ehrlichman has 

testified that at the noon meeting the President directed him to conduct 

an inquiry into the Watergate matter. Ehrlichman has testified that 

the President said he was satisfied John Dean was in this Watergate 

activity so deeply that he simply could not any longer have anything to 

do with it; that the President needed to know about executive privilege 

and the attorney-client privilege; that the President needed someone 

to set strategy with regard to testifying at the. Committee and the grand 

jury and other places; and that the President ne:eded the truth about the 

Watergate matter. 
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20.5 John Ehrliclunan testimony, 7 SSC 2747-50............. 464 

20.6 John Ehrlichman deposition, Democratic National 
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21. On March 30, 1973 at 12:30 p.m. Ehrlichman met with Fielding, 

Dean's assistant. Ehrlichman has testified that: he had directed Fielding 

to deliver Dean's personnel records to Ehrlichman and to brief Ehrlich

man about allegations that Dean had been dismissed by a law firm because 

of unethical conduct. At 3:00 p.m. on March 30,, 1973 Ehrlichman and 

the President flew to San Clemente, where Haldeman joined them on April 

1, 1973. They remained in San Clemente until April 8, 1973. While 

they were at San Clemente, Ehrlichman had a long distance telephone 

conversation with Dean in which they discussed the allegations that 

Dean had been involved in unethical conduct. 
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22. On March 30, 1973 Ronald Ziegler stated in a press briefing 

that no one in the White House had any involvement in the Watergate 

matter. Ziegler also announced that the President reiterated his 

instructions that any member of the White House staff would appear 

before the grand jury if called to answer questions regarding that 

individual's alleged knowledge or possible involvement in the Water-

gate matter. 

22.1 Transcript of White House press briefing, 
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23. On March 30, 1973 John Dean, after cons ultation with his 

attorney, Thomas Hogan, retained Charles Shaffer, an attorney in the 

criminal law field. That day Dean met with Hogan and Shaffer and dis

cussed the break-in at the , DNC headquarters and the events that followed. 

Haldeman has testified that Dean had indicated earlier that he might 

retain a private attorney so t hat Dean -- and, through him, the President · 

-- could consult an attorney familiar with criminal law on the impli

cations of some of Dean's concerns. On the afternoon of April 2, 1973 

Dean's lawyers began a series of meetings with the Watergate prosecutors. 
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24. On March 30, 1973 newspaper reports stated that Robert Reisner, 

former Administrative Assistant to Jeb Magruder at CRP, was to be sub

po~aed by the staff of the SSC. Magruder has testified that he realized 

that his story about his 1972 meetings with Mitchell, Dean and Liddy 
-· - ·---- --- ·----- - - -

would not hold up. Magruder realized, among other things, that 

the SSC had begun an investigation and Reisner, who knew about the 

meetings and who had previously been missed by the prosecutors, would 

be gotten to. On March 31, 1973 Magruder, who previously had been 

represented by the attorneys for CRP, retained James Bierbower as his 

personal attorney. 
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25. On April 2, 1973 Ronald Ziegler issued a public statement 

criticizing the Senate Select Conunittee as being plagued by irresponsible 

leaks of tidal wave proportions. Ziegler stated that the White House 

intended to cooperate with the Committee but called on Senator Ervin to 

get his own disorganized house in order so that the investigation could 

go forward in a proper atmosphere of traditional fairness and due process. 
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26. On April 4, 1973 Dean told Haldeman that his lawyers had met 

privately with the prosecutors. 
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27. On April 5, 1973 L. Patrick Gray called the President and 

requested that his nomination as permanent Director of the FBI be with

drawn. According to Gray, the President told him that this was a 

bitter thing to have happened to Gray and the1:e would be a place for 

Gray in the Nixon administration. The President informed Gray that 

he wanted him to serve as Acting FBI Director until a successor was 

confirmed. In a public statement issued by the President on April 5, 

1973 announcing the withdrawal of Gray's name, the President praised 

Gray and stated that his compliance with Dean's completely proper 

and necessary request for FBI reports exposed Gray to totally unfair 

innuendo and suspicion. 
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28. On April 5, 1973 John Ehrlichman met in San Clemente, California 

with Paul O'Brien. According to Ehrlichman, O'Brien had asked to meet 

with H. R. Haldeman to transmit some information to the President. 

According to Ehrlichman's testimony and notes, O'Brien told him that 

he had obtained information from Jeb Magruder and others concerning, 

among other things, Magruder's and Mitchell's involvement in meetings 

in which the Liddy Plan for electronic surveillance with a budget of 

$100,000 to $250,000 was outlined; Magruder's testimony concerning the 

number of meetings among John Mitchell, Gordon Liddy, John Dean and 

Magruder; Magruder's claim that Charles Colson called him urging that 

the program go forward; Magruder's claim that Gordon Strachan came to 

him and said the President wants this project to go on; payments that 

had been made to the defendants and their attorneys; and possible 

offers or commitments regarding executive clemency to Liddy, Howard 

Hunt and James McCord. O'Brien told Ehrlichman that neither Magruder 

nor Mitchell were inevitably hung and that Dean was the key problem. 

Ehrlichman's notes also state "must close ranks," ".JNM will tough it 

out," "H must bring Jeb up short" and, written below "Jeb," "shut up" 

and "stop seeing people." After this meeting Ehrlichman met with the 

President. Ehrlichman has testified that he reported to the President 

after he had talked to O'Brien. 
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29. On April 6, 1973 Ehrlichman met with Kalmbach in the Bank of 

America parking lot in San Clemente, California. Ehrlichman's notes 

dictated after the meeting reflect a discussion of Kalmbach's activities 

in raising and disbursing money for the Watergate defendants. Kalmbach 

told Ehrlichman that he had retained the services of an attorney, Paul 

O'Connor. 
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30. On April 8, 1973 Dean started to meet with the prosecutors. 

While meeting with the prosecutors, Dean received a call from Air Force 

One from Haldeman's assistant Lawrence Higby, who asked Dean to be in 

Ehrlichman's office that afternoon for a meeting. Ehrlichman and 

Haldeman met with Dean from 5:00 until 7:00 p.m. There was a discus

sion of the possibility of a grand jury appearance by Dean. Ehrlich

man has testified that they discussed, among other things, what this 

"hang up" wae between Mitchell and Dean and Dean's feeling that 

Mitchell did not want Dean to talk to the prosecutors or appear before 

, the grand jury. Ehrlichman has also testified that the Preetdent 

decided on the flight that he wanted Dean to go to the grand jury, and 

that Ehrlichman and Haldeman conveyed that to Dean at the meeting. 
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31. On April 8, 1973; from 7:33 to 7:37 p.m., the President and 

John Ehrlichman spoke by telephone. The President has produced an 

edited transcript of that conversation. A su1lllllary has been prepared 

of that transcript. 

31.1 Meetings and conversations between the President 
and John Ehrlichman, April 8, 1973 (received 
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32. On April 11, 1973 Attorney General Kleindienst had a conversation 

with Assistant Attorney General Petersen. Kleindienst told Petersen 

that Ehrlichman had just called to tell Kleindienst that he did not . feel 

that any White House aides should be granted immunity. 

Page 

32.1 Henry Petersen testimony, 9 SSC 3629................ 548 

(3'7) 
35-904 0 - 7 4 - pt. 1 - 4 



33. On or about April 12, 1973 Ehrlichman met with Haldeman' s 

assistant Gordon Strachan. Ehrlichman has testified that Strachan said 

that he had just returned from the grand jury and that upon leaving the 

grand jury room he had realized that the testimony he had given was 

mistaken with respect to the amount of money he had delivered to Fred 

LaRue. Ehrlichman has testified that he advised Strachan to get an 

attorney and, subject to the attorney's advice, to tell the prosecutor 

that he had made a mistake in his testimony. 
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34. On April 12, 1973 the President telephoned Charles Colson at 

7:31 p.m. and asked C<>lson to prepare a specific set of recollllllendations 

with respect to the Watergate matter. The following day Colson met with 

Ehrlichman twice. At the second meeting Colson was accompanied by his 

lawyer. Ehrlichman has testified that at the second meeting Colson said 

that he understood that Howard Hunt would testify before the grand jury 

that the second break-in at the Watergate was opposed by Hunt. but that 

Liddy said to Hunt that they couldn't call it off because they were doing 

it on Mitchell's order; that Hunt would testify about the transmittal 

of funds to the Watergate defendants; and that McCord was making alle

gations about a trip to Las Vegas by Hunt, McCord and possibly Liddy to 

break into the safe of Hank Greenspun in a project masterminded by Colson. 

Colson has stated that he recommended to Ehrlichman, among other things, 

that the President take steps to expose those involved in the planning, 

approving or authorizing of the Watergate bt:eak-in. 
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34.6 John Ehrliclunan notes of April 13, 1973 meeting 
with Charles Colson and David Shapiro, SSC Exhibit 
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35. On April 13, 1973, the day Magruder began meeting with the 

prosecutors, Lawrence Higby, staff assistant: to Haldeman, had two 

telephone conversations with Magruder which were taped without Magruder's 

knowledge. Higby asked Magruder whether his testimony was going to 

be damaging to Strachan and Haldeman. Magruder said it would d~age 

Strachan but he had not talked to Haldeman about. the Watergate until long 

after. Higby told Magruder that it wasn't i.n his long or short term 

interest to blame the Whit,e House. On April 14, 1973 Ehrlichman and 

Haldeman reported these conversations to the President. Ehrlichman told 

the President that Higby h.ad handled Magruder so well that Magruder had 

closed all his doors now w:ith this tape; that the tape would beat the 

socks off Magruder if he ever got off the reservation. 
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36. On April 14, 1973 the President met with Ehrlichman from 

8:55 to 11:31 a.m. and with Haldeman from 9:00 to 11:30 a.m. At this 

meeting the President instructed Ehrlichman to meet with Mitchell. The 

President was advised that the grand jury was focusing on the Watergate 

aftermath. There was a discussion of payments to the Watergate defen

dants and of the transfer of $350,000 from Strachan to LaRue to be used 

for payments to the defendants. 

In response to the Judiciary Committee's subpoena for the tape 

recording and other evidence of this conversation, the President has 

produced an edited transcript of that recording. A summary of that 

transcript has been prepared. 
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37. On the afternoon of April 14, 1973 Dean, Haldeman and Ehrlichman 

met in Ehrlichman's office. Dean has testified that there was a dis

cussion of whether Haldeman, Ehrlichman, Dean, Mitchell, Colson and 

others would be indicted. 

37.1 John Ehrlichman log, April 14 , 1973 (received 
from SSC) •••. ••••.••••••••••. • ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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38. On April 14, 1973, at 1:30 p.m., Haldeman had a telephone 

conversation with Magruder and taped the conversation. Magruder told 

Haldeman that he had committed perjury many times; that he had now 

decided to follow his lawyer's advice and make a full disclosure to 

the grand jury; that his testimony would put Gordon in a spot; and that 

he intended to plead guilty. 

38.1 H. R. Haldeman log, April 14, 1973 (received 
from SSC) • •••....••••.•.•••••••••••••.•••••••••..•.• 

38. 2 Recording of a telephone conversation between , 
H. R. Haldeman and Jeb Magruder, April 14, 
1973, and House Judiciary Committee transcrip~ 
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39. On April 14, 1973, at the President's request, Ehrlichman met 

with Mitchell from 1:40 to 2:10 p.m. Ehrl i chman told Mitchell that 

the President had instructed him to talk to Mitchell and say not to hold 

back on account of the Presidency. Mitchell said that he was going to 

stay where he was because he was too far out. Mitchell said that he 

got euchred into it by not paying attention and that the whole genesis 

of this thing was at the White House. Mitchell told Ehrlichman that 

Dean had been caught in the middle like so many others who were trying 
. 

to keep the lid on until after the election and trying to keep the lid 

on all the other things that had gone on at the White House. Magruder's 

pending disclosures to the prosecutors were. also discussed. Mitchell 

told Ehrlichman that some of - the White House fund had been used to make 

payments to the defendants, with Haldeman's approval, prior to the return 

of the money to Fred LaRue. 
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40. On April 14, 1973 the President met with Haldeman from 1:55 to 

2:13 p.m. Haldeman reported to the President on his telephone conver

sation with Magruder. These was a discussion of what Haldeman and Strachan 

would say if Magruder testified that he had sent Gemstone materials to 

Strachan. 

In response to the Conunittee' subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of this conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of that recording. A summary of that transcript 

has been prepared. 
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41. On April 14, 1973 the President met with Haldeman and Ehrlichman 

£rom 2:24 to 3:55 p.m. At this meeting Ehrlichman reported on his meeting 

with Mitchell. There was a discµssion of the motive for the payments to 

the defendants and the transfer of the $350,~00 from the White House to 

the Committee for the Re-election of the President. The President instructed 

Ehrlichman to meet with Magruder. There was a discussion whether it 

would reduce the likelihood . e>f Department of Justice follow-up if Ehrlich

man gave a report to Kleindi.enst rather than Silbert. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of this conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of that recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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42. On April 14, 1973 John Ehrlichman met with Jeb Magruder and 

his attorneys. Ehrlichman informed Magruder and his attorneys that 

he was conducting an investigation for the President. Magruder and 

his attorneys discussed with Ehrlichman the information which Magruder 

had disclosed to the prosecutors earlier that day to the effect that 

at a meeting in Key Biscayne Mitchell, LaRue and Magruder had partici

pated in an express and specific approval of the plan to break into and 

bug the DNC headquarters and to bug McGovern headquarters and the 

Fontainebleau headquarters of the Democratic Convention. 

42.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 808 ••••••••••••••••••• 
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43. On April 14, 1973 the President met with Haldeman and Ehrlichman 

from 5:15 to 6:45 p.m. Ehrlichman reported to the President on his 

meeting with Magruder and his attorneys. The President instructed 

Haldeman to give Strachan a report of Magrude(r' s testimony. There was 

a discussion of the motive for the payments to the defendants. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of this conversation, the President has produced 

an edited transcript of that recording. A sunnnary of that transcript 

has been prepared. 
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44. On April 14, 1973, at approximately 6:00 p.m. and during the 

meeting specified in the preceding paragraph, Ehrlichman telephoned 

Kleindienst. Ehrlichman told Kleindienst that he had been conducting 

an investigation for the President. There was a discussion of what 

Ehrlichman should do with the information he had uncovered. Kleindienst 

has testified that Ehrlichman told him that the testimony that Magruder 

had given to the U. S. Attorneys would implicate people high and low in 

the White House and in the campaign connnittee. The President has produced 

an edited transcript of this conversation.. According to this transcript 

Ehrlichman stated that the information provided by Magruder implicated 

people up and down in the Committee to Re-elect; and, when Kleindienst 

asked who Magruder implicated besides himself and Mitchell, Ehrlichman 

answered Dean, LaRue, Mardian and Porter. 
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45. On April 14, 1973 the President had a telephone conversation with 

Haldeman from 11:02 to 11:16 p.m. There was a discussion of what would be 

said to Strachan about the information Magruder was giving to the prosecu

tors. There was also a discussion about the motive for making payments to 

the defendants. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of this conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of that recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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46. On April 14, 1973, from 11:22 to 11:53 p.m., the President had 

a telephone conversation with John Ehrlichman. There was a discussion 

of what Ehrlichman would say to Colson and Strachan about his conver

sation with Magruder, and what Ehrlichman would say to Dean about a plan 

to deal with obstruction of justice allegations. There was also a dis

cussion of whether Haldeman should be dismissed. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of this conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of that recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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47. During the evening of April 14, 1973 Petersen was briefed by 

the prosecutors on the information furnished by Dean and Magruder. 

Petersen telephoned Kleindienst and arranged to report to him immediately. 

On April 15, 1973 Kleindienst met at his home with Petersen, United States 

Attorney Titus, and chief prosecutor Silbert from approximately 1:00 a.rn. 

to 5:00 a.m. Kleindienst was briefed on evidence implicating high 

White House and CRP officials in the Watergate break-in and the obstruc

tion of the governme~t's investigation. Kleindienst decided to arrange 

a meeting with the President that morning. 

47.1 Henry Petersen testimony, 9 SSC 3627-28 •••••••••••••••• 
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48. On April 15, 1973 at 8:41 a.rn. Kleindienst attempted to reach 

the President by telephone to request an immediate meeting. The President 

returned Kleindienst's call at 10:13 a.m. and agreed to meet Kleindienst 

that afternoon. 
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· 49. On April 15, 1973 J ohn Ehrlichman met with Gordon Strachan from 

approximately 10:00 a.m. to 10:35 a.m. and 11:15 a.m. to noon. They 

discussed Strachan's recollection of his contacts with Magruder and 

Haldeman relating to Watergate. Ehrlichman has testified that he con

fronted Strachan with Magruder's allegation about sending Strachan a 

budget which included specific reference to bugging, and that Strachan 

said that he was sure he had never seen anything like that. Ehrlichman's 

notes of his meeting with Strachan reflect a reference to a memorandum 

from Strachan to Haldeman stating a sophisticated intelligence operation 

is going with a 300 budget. 
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50. On April 15, 1973 the President met with John Ehrlichman from 

10:35 to 11:15 a.m. Ehrlichman reported that he was meeting with Strachan. 

There was a discussion of the motive for payments to the defendants and 

of what Dean's defense might be to obstruction of justice charges. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of the recording. A summary of that transcript has been 

prepared. 
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51. On April 15, 1973 the President met with Attorney General Klein-

dienst from 1:12 to 2:22 p.m. in the President.'s EOB office. Kleindienst 

reported to the President on the evidence agai.nst Mitchell, Dean, Haldeman, 

Ehrlichman, Magruder, Colson and the others. Kleindienst has testified 

that the President appeared dumbfounded and upset when Kleindienst told 

him about the Watergate involvement of Administration officials, and that 

the President did not state that he had previously been given this infor

mation by John Dean. The President asked about the evidence against 

Haldeman and Ehrlichman and made notes on Klei.ndienst 's response. There 

was a discussion of the payments to the defendants and what motive had 

to be proved to establish criminal liability. There was discussion of 

the transfer of $350,000 from the White House to LaRue. The President 

made a note: "What will LaRue say he got the 350 for?" 

The Committee has subpoenaed the tape recording and other evidence 

of this conversation. The P·resident has state:d that the tape on the 

recorder for his EOB office ran out during hb afternoon meeting with 

Kleindienst. The President has produced an edited transcript of a 

recording of a portion of the conversation. A sunmary of that transcript 

has been prepared. 
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52. On April 15, 1973 from 2:24 to 3:30 p.m. the President met with 

Ebrlichman in the President's EOB office. From 3:27 to 3:44 p.m. the 

President spoke to Haldeman by telephone and discussed conflicts between 

the recollections of Magruder and Strachan concerning conversations 

about Watergate. At 3 :48 1,.m. the President returned a telephone call 

from Kleindienst and agreed to have Petersen join their upcoming meeting. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

.and other evidence of the President's meeting with Ehrlichman, his 

telephone conversation with Haldeman, and his telephone conversation 

with Kleindienst, the President has produced edited transcripts of the 

recordings of the Haldeman and Kleindienst telephone calls. Summaries 

of those transcripts have been prepared. The President has stated that 

the tape on the recorder for his EOB office had run out during his 

afternoon meeting of April 15, 1973 with Kleindienst and that no further 

conversations in that office were recorded. 

Page 

52.1 President Nixon daily diary, April 15, 1973, 
Exhibit 20, In re Grand Jury, Misc. 47-73 ••••••••••••• 962 

52.2 Memorandum ft·om Tom Hart to Jack Nesbitt, 
July 24, 1973, Exhibit 29, In re Grand Jury, 
Misc. 47-73 ................... 4, •••••••••••••••••••• •. • 

52.3 House Judiciary Committee staff summary of White 
House edited transcript of a telephone conversation 
between the President and R.R. Haldeman, April 15, 

965 

1973, 3:27 - 3:44 p.m ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 968 

52.4 House Judiciary Conunittee staff summary of White 
House edited transcript of a telephone conversation 
between the President and Richard Kleindienst, 
April 15, 1973, 3:48 - 3:49 p.m ••••••••••••••••••••••• 972 

(59) 



53. On April 15, 1973 Petersen and Kleindienst met with the President 

from 4:00 to 5:15 p.m. in the President's EOB office. Petersen has testi

fied that he reported on the information that the prosecutors had received 

from Dean and Magruder and that his report included the following: that 

Mitchell had approved the $300,000 budget for the Liddy "gemstone" oper

atio~; that budget information for "gemstone" and swmnaries of intercepted 

conversations were given to Strachan and that information given to Strachan 

was for delivery to Haldeman; that if the prosecutors could develop 

Strachan as a witness, "school was going to be out as far as Haldeman 

was concerned"; that Ehrlichman through Dean informed Liddy that Hunt 

should leave the country; and that Ehrlichman had told Dean to "deep six" 

certain information recovered by Dean from Hunt's office. Petersen has 

also testified that he recommended that Haldeman and Ehrlichman be dis

missed, but Dean be retained while cooperating with the prosecutors. 

Petersen has testified that the President: exhibited a lack of shock 

and emotion; spoke well of Haldeman and Ebrlichman; suggested that Dean 

and Magruder were trying ,to exculpate themselves; suggested a cautionary 

approach to the granting of immunity; stated that he had first learned 

that there were more significant problems than he had anticipated on March 

21, 1973, although he did not tell Petersen what Dean had told him on that 

date; stated that he had told Dean to write a report but that Dean had 

been unable to write a report; stated that he told Ehrlichman to conduct 

an investigation after Dean failed to deliver his report; stated that 

Haldeman and Ehrlichman had denied the charges against them; and requested 
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that Petersen reduce to wr5.ting what he had :said to the President about 

Haldeman and Ehrlichman. 

The Committee has subpoenaed the tape recording and other 

evidence regarding this conversation. The President has stated that 

the tape on the recorder for his EOB office ran out during his afternoon 

meeting with Kleindienst. 
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54. On April 15, 1973 the Watergate prosecutors interviewed John 

Dean. The prosecutors were informed that Gordon Liddy and E. Howard 

Hunt had participated in the break-in at the office of Daniel Ellsberg's 

psychiatrist. Dean stated that not all the material from Hunt's safe 

had been turned over to FBI agents after the Watergate break-in, but 

that certain materials from the safe were personally handed by Dean to 

Gray. 
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55. On April 15, 1973 at approximately 7:30 p.m., Ehrlichman requested 

a meeting with Dean. Dean's attorney discussed this request with Petersen 

who advised against such a meeting. Dean arranged to have the President 

told that Dean was acting out of loyalty to the President and that Dean 

felt the meeting requested by Ehrlichman was inappropriate at this time. 

The President telephoned Petersen and spoke with him from 8:14 to 8:18 p.m. 

and from 8:25 to 8:26 p.m. Petersen told the President about Ehrlichman's 

request to meet with Dean. The President asked if Petersen would have any 

objection to the President's meeting with Dean. Petersen said he had no objec-

tion. The President arranged to meet with Dean that evening. 

In response to the Connittee's subpoena for the tape recording , 

and other evidence of the President's telephone conversations with 

Petersen, the President has produced edited transcripts of the recordings. 

A summary of these transcrip t s has been prepared. 
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56. On April 15, 1973 from 9:17 to 10:12 p.m., the President met 

with John Dean in the President's EOB office. Dean has testified that 

he reported to the President that he had been to the prosecutors; that 

the President asked him about Haldeman's knowledge of the Liddy plans; 

that the President stated he had been joking when he said it would be 

easy to raise $1 million to pay for maintaining the silence of the 

Watergate defendants; and that the President said in a nearly inaudible 

tone that he had been foolish to discuss Hunt's clemency with Colson. 

Dean also has testified that he told the President he had not discussed 

with the prosecutors his conversations with the President and that the 

President told him that he could not tell the prosecutors about national 

security matters or about any of the conversations between the President 

and Dean. Dean has testified that the nature of the President's questions 

led him to think that the President was taping the conversation. The 

President's notes of this meeting indicate that the President asked 

Dean what he had told Kalmbach about the purpose of the money and that 

Dean said he had briefed Haldeman and Ehrlicbman every inch.of the way. 

During this meeting the President telephoned Petersen from 9:39 to 9:41 

p.m. and instructed Petersen to contact Liddy's attorney and tell him 

that the President wanted Liddy to tell everything he knows. 

The President has stated that the tape on the recorder for his 

EOB office ran out on the afternoon of April 15, 197~. In response to 

the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording and other evidence of his 
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telephone conversation with Petersen, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of that recording. A summary of that transcript 

has been prepared. 
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57. On April 15, 1973 from 10:16 to 11:15 p.m. the President met with 

H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman in the President's EOB office. During 

this meeting Ehrlichman at the President's request telephoned Patrick 

Gray and discussed the docwnents taken from Hunt's White House safe and 

given to Gray by Dean in June 1972. Shortly thereafter Ehrlichman tele

phoned Gray and had a second conversation regarding the contents of Hunt's 

safe. Ehrlichman told Gray that Dean had told the prosecutors that he 

had delivered two of Hunt's files to Gray. Gray told Ehrlichman that he 

had destroyed the documents. 
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58. On April 15, 1973, from 11:45 to 11:53 p.m., the President had 

a telephone conversation with Henry Petersen. The President told Petersen 

that he had met with Dean. There was also a ·discussion of whether the 

President should ask Dean, Haldeman and Ehrlichman to resign. Petersen 

has testified that the President told him that Dean had given the 

President basically the same information . which Dean had previously 

given to the prosecutors. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of the recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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59. On April 16, 1973 from 8:18 to 8:22 a.m. the President had a 

telephone conversation w:f.th John Ehrlichman.. Ehrlichman has testified 

that the President stated he was going to ask Dean to resign or take a 

leave of absence because Dean apparently continued to have access to 

White House files and because the President and Dean then had basically 

an adversary relationship,. From 9:50 to 9:59 a.m. the President met 

with Haldeman. and Ehrlichman. There was a discussion of what the Presi

dent would say to Dean and of what statement might be released to the 

press. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recor4ing 

and other evidence of the conversation between the President, Haldeman 

and Ehrlicbman, the President has produced an edited transcript of the 

recording. A summary of that transcript has been prepared. · 
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60. On April 16, 1973 the President met with John Dean from 10:00 to 

10:40 a.m. The following is an index to certain of the subjects discussed 

in the course of that meeting: 

President's request that Dean submit a 
letter of resignation or a request for 
a leave of absence, and discussion of 
other resignations. 

March 21, 1973 conversation among the 
Presidettt, Dean and Haldeman, and what 
Dean should say about that conversation. 

Whether the President would waive 
executive privilege. 

How events after the break-in and after 
March 21 would be described. 

What induced Magruder to talk and the 
President's desire to take credit for 
Magruder's cooperation. 

President's statements to Dean that 
Dean should tell the truth. 

Executive clemency. 

President's statement that Dean was 
still his counsel. 

What should be done about legal 
problems of White House aides. 
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61. On April 16, 1973 from 10:50 to 11:04 a.m. the President, H. R. 

Haldeman and John Ehrlichman met. The President reported on his meeting 

with Dean. There was a discussion of a "scenario" of events after the 

President became aware that there were some discrepancies between what 

he had been told by Dean in the report that there was nobody in the 

White House involved. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of that recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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62. On April 16, 1973 from 12:00 to 12:31 p.m. the President met 

with H. R. Haldeman. There was a discussion of what Haldeman might 

state publicly about his involvement in the transfer of cash from the 

White House to CRP. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of the recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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63. On April 16, 1973 from 1:39 to 3:25 p.m. the President met with 

Henry Petersen. Ronald Ziegler was also present from 2:25 to 2:52 p.m. 

During this meeting Petersen gave the President a report on the investi

gation and a written memorandum summarizing the prosecutors' evidence as 

of that time implicating Haldeman and Ehrlichman. There was discussion 

of whether the President should ask Haldeman and Ehrlichman to resign. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of the recording. A sunmary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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64. On April 16, 1973 from 3:27 to 4:04 p.m. the President met with 

John Ehrlichman and Ronald Ziegler. There was a discussion of the infor

mation furnished by Henry Petersen. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of the recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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65. On April 16, 1973 from 4:07 to 4:35 p.m. the President met with 

John Dean. The following is an index to certain of the subjects discussed 

during that conversation: 

Presidential statement in regard 
to Watergate. 

Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Dean's 
continued presence on the White 
House staff. 

Magruder's negotiations with the 
U.S. Attorneys. 

President's statement to Dean to 
tell the truth. 

Dean's proposed testimony before 
the grand jury in regard to the 
issue of Haldeman's prior knowledge 
of the DNC break-in. 

Possible discovery of Hunt and Liddy's 
involvement in the Fielding break-in. 

Senate Select Committee and the 
failure of "containment" during 
the past nine months. 
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66. On April 16, 1973 from 8:58 to 9:14 p.m. the President spoke 

by telephone with Henry Petersen. Petersen gave the President a report. 

The President said he would not pass the information on because he 

knew the rules of the Grand Jury. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of the recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 

66.1 House Judiciary Committee staff summary of White 
House edited transcript of a telephone conversation 
between the President and Henry Petersen, April 16, 
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67. On April 17, 1973 from 9:47 to 9:59 a.m. the President met with 

H. R. Haldeman. The President instructed Haldeman to tell Kalmbach that 

LaRue was talking freely. There was discussion of the problem raised by 

Dean's efforts to ~et immunity. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that c~,nversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of ~he recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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68. On or about April 17, 1973 John Ehrlichman had telephone conver-

sations with Charles Colson, White House aide Ken Clawson, and former 

CRP campaign director Clark MacGregor. Ehrlichman asked Colson and 

Clawson about their recollections regarding Dean's allegations that 

Ehrlichman had told Dean to destroy documents from Hunt's safe and to 

order Bunt to leave the country. During the cour~e of their conver

sation, Colson and Ehrlichman discussed nailing Dean by seeing that 

he not get inmunity. Each of these conversations was tape recorded 

by Ehrlichman. 
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69. On April 17, 1973 at 10:26 a.m. Gray met with Petersen in Gray's 

office. Gray has testified that he admitted to~~etersen that he had 

' received files from Dean in Ehrlichman's office and\ toldPetersen that 
' 

he had burned the files without reading them. Petersen told Gray that 

the assistant U.S. attorneys would want him before the grand jury. 

During the afternoon of April 17 Petersen told the President that Gray 

had admitted destroying docmnents he received from Dean. 
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70. On April 17, 1973 from 12:35 to 2:20 p.m. the President met with 

H. R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman. Ronald Ziegler joined the meeting 

from 2:10 to 2:17 p.m. There was a discussion about what to do about 

Dean and what Dean might say if he were fired; about the motive for 

making payments to the defendants; about what Strachan would say con

cerning intelligence material received from Magruder; and about whether 

Dean had reported to the President in the summer of 1972. There was 

also discussion of a press plan. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of ,,the recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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71. On April 17, 1973 from 2 :39 to 2 :40 p.m. the President had a 

telephone conversation with John Ehrlichman. There was a discussion 

of what the President would say to Petersen about immunity for top 

White House staff members. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of the recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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72. On April 17, 1973 from 2:46 to 3:49 p.m. the President met with 

Henry Petersen. There was a discussion about whether Petersen had 

passed grand jury information to Dean and about whether Dean would be 

granted immunity. The President read to Petersen a proposed press 

statement and Petersen stated the difficulties which would be posed 

by a statement that the President opposed granting immunity to high 

White House officials. Petersen told the President that Gray had 

admitted recei'1ing from Ehrlichman and Dean documents unrelated to 

Watergate taken from Hunt's safe. Petersen said that Gray said he had 

burned these documents without reading them. 

In response to the Committeecs subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President has produced an 

edited transcript of the recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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73. On April 17, 1973 from 3:50 to 4:35 p.m. the President met with 

H. R. Haldeman, Ronald Ziegler and John Ehrlichman. The President 

described his conversation with Petersen. There was a discussion of 

whether Haldeman and Ehrlichman should take leaves of absence. The 

President went over the text of the statement he was about to give. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of that conversation, the President baa produced an 

edited transcript of the recording. A summary of that transcript has 

been prepared. 
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74. On April 17, 1973 from 4:42 to 4:45 p.m. the President issued a 

public statement containing two announcements. The President first 

announced that White House personnel would appear before the Senate 

Select Committee, but would reserve the right to assert executive 

privilege during the course· of questioning. He then reported that on 

March 21 he had begun intensive new inquiries into the whole Watergate 

matter and that there had been major developments in the case. The 

President stated he had expressed to the appropriate authorities his 

view that there should be no immunity from prosecution for present 

or former high Administration officials. The President said that 

those still in government would be suspended if indicted and discharged 

if convicted. 
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75. On April 17, 1973 the President met in his EOB office with 

William Rogers from 5:20 to 6:19 p.m. and with H. R. Haldeman and John 

Ehrlichman from 5:50 to 7:14 p.m. The President briefed Rogers on his 

investigation and his discussion with Petersen. There was a discussion of 

whether Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Dean should resign and of Dean's testimony 

. against Haldeman and Ehrlichman. Haldeman and Ehrlichman reported on 

their conversation with John Wilson, a defense attorney in criminal cases 

who had been recommended by Rogers. There was a discussion of what 

Dean had told Kalmbach about the purpose of the money·he was asked to 

raise. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of the President's conversations of April 17, 1973 

from 5:50 to 7:14 p.m., the President has produced an edited transcript 

of the recording of his conversations from 5:20 to 7:14 p.m. A summary 

of that transcript has been prepared. 
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76. In April 1973 former and present White House aides and CRP 

officials were interviewed by the prosecutors or called before the 

Watergate Grand Jury. These included E. Howard Hunt, Gordon Liddy, 

Jeb Magruder, Gordon Strachan, Richard Moore, Dwight Chapin, Herbert 

Kalmbach, James McCord, Fred LaRue, Herbert Porter, John Mitchell, 

Charles Colson and John Dean. 
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77. On April 18, 1973 the President had telephone conversations 

with Henry Petersen from 2:50 to 2:56 p.m. and from 6:28 to 6:37 p.m. 

Petersen has testified that the President told him that Dean said he 
', 

\ 
had been granted immunity and the President had it on tape, and that 

\ 

Petersen denied that Dean had be1en granted immunity. Petersen told 

the President that the prosecutors had received evidence that Gordon 

Liddy and E. Howard Hunt had burglarized the office of Dr. Fielding, 

Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist. The President told Petersen that he 

knew of that event; it was a national security matter; Petersen's 

mandate was Watergate; and Petersen should stay out of the Fielding 

break-in. The President told Petersen that the prosecutors should 

not question Hunt about national security matters. After this tele

phone call, Petersen relayed this directive to Silbert. 

In response to the Committee's subpoena for the tape recording 

and other evidence of the telephone conversations between the Presi

dent and Petersen from 2:50 to 2:56 p.m. and from 6:28 to 6:37 p.m., 

the President has produced an edited transcript of the conversation 

from 2:50 to 2:56 p.m., during which the President and Petersen dis-
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cussed inmunity for Dean and Magruder. A sunnnary of that transcript has 

been prepared. The President has informed the Conm1ittee that the 

telephone call from 6:28 to 6:37 p.m. was placed from Camp David and 

was not recorded. 
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78. On April 19, 1973 John Dean issued a public statement declaring 

in part that he would not become a scapegoat in the Watergate case. He 

added that anyone who believed that did not know the .true facts nor 

understand our system of justice. Following Dean's statement, Stephen 

Bull of the President's White Hotllse staff checked with the Secret Service 

agent in charge of the White House taping system to determine if Dean 

knew about the existence of the taping system. The agent replied that 

as far as the Secret Service knew Dean had no such knowledge. 
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79. On April 19, 1973 the President met with Richard Moore. They 

discussed the President's public statement of April 17 and the fact that 

on March 20, 1973 Dean and Moore discussed Dean's telling the President 

about the Watergate matter. Moore has testified that the President 

said that he had told Dean that to raise money for the Watergate 

defendants was not only wrong but stupid. Moore told the President 

that Dean had shown him a list of individuals who might be indicted, and 

that Dean had said that Ehrlichman's problem might be involved with the 

Ellsberg case. The President responded that the White House investigation 

of Ellsberg had to be done because J. Edgar Hoover could not be counted 

on as he was a close friend of Ellsberg's father-in-law. 
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80. On April 19, 1973 frorn 8:26 to 9:32 p.m. the President met with 

John Wilson and Frank Strickler:, attorneys for H. R. Haldeman and John 

Ehrlichman. There was a discusnion of the case against Haldeman and 

Ehrlichman. 

The Connnittee has requested the tape recording and other 

evidence of this conversation. The President has provided an edited 

transcript of that recording. A summary of that transcript has been 

prepared. 
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81. Between April 19 and April 26, 1973 the President had eleven 

conversations with Henry Petersen. Petersen has testified that during 

these conversations the President asked Petersen for a detailed written 

report on the Watergate matter; discussed the advisability of retaining 

Haldeman and Ehrlichman at the White House; and discussed the progress 

of the Grand Jury investigation. Petersen has testified that some time 

in the course of the April discussions the President made a flattering 

reference to Petersen as an adviser to the President and said he would 

have to serve as "White House counsel." The President also asked 

Petersen whether he would like to be FBI director, but stated he was 

not offering him the job. 

81.1 Meetings and conversations between the 
President and Henry Petersen, April 
19-26, 1973 (received from White 
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82. On April 20, 1973 Herbert Kalmbach was scheduled to testify 

before the Watergate Grand Jury. On the afternoon prior to his 

scheduled appearance, John Ehrlichman and Kalmbach had a telephone 

conversation, which was taped by Ehrlichman without Kalmbach's know

ledge, during which they discussed Kalmbach's payment of funds to 

the Watergate defendants. 

82.1 Transcript of a telephone conversa
tion between Jc,hn Ehrlichman and 
Herbert Kalmbac:h at 4:50 p.m., 
April 19, 1973, SSC Exhibit No. 77, 
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83. On April 22, 1973, Easter Sunday, the President telephoned 

John Dean from Key Biscayne, Florida. Dean has testified that the 

President called to wish him a happy holiday. 

83.1 Meetings and conversations between 
the President and John Dean, April 
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84. On April 25 and 26, 1973 Presidential aide Stephen Bull delivered 

a number of tape recordings of Presidential conversations to H. R. 

Haldeman. At the President's request Haldeman listened to the tape 

recording of the President's March 21, 1973 morning meeting with John 

Dean, made notes and reported to the President. 

84.1 Meetings and conversations between the 
President and H. R. Haldeman, April 25-26, 
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85. On April 26, 1973 Senator Lowell Weicker, a member of the Senate 

Select Committee, released to the press information that Patrick Gray 

had burned politically sensitive files which had been given to him·by 

John Dean from Howard HW1t's White House safe. Petersen has testified 

that on this date the President telephoned him to ask if Gray ought to 

resign as Acting FBI Director and that Petersen told the President that 

he thought Gray's position was untenable. At the President's instruc

tion, Petersen, Gray and Kleindienst met that evening and discussed 

Gray's possible resignation. Kleindienst telephoned the President and 

recommended that Gray step down, but added that Gray did not see it 

that way. The President told Kleindienst that he would not require 

Gray to resign immediately. Gray has testified that Kleindienst also 

stated after speaking to the President there must be no implication 

that in burning these files there was any attempt of a coverup at the 

White House. 
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86. On April 26, 1973 Jeb Magruder resigned h1,s post as Director 

of Policy Development for the Department of Commerce. 
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87. On the afternoon of April 27, 1973 Patrick Gray notified 

Lawrence Higby that he was resigning as Acting Director of the FBI. 

From 4:31 to 4:35 p.m. on April 27, the President had a telephone conver

sation with Petersen during which the President asked if Petersen had 

any information that would reflect on the President. Petersen said no. 

At the President's request, Petersen met with the President from 5:37 

to 5:43 p.m. and from 6:04 to 6:48 p.m. The President again asked if 

there was adverse information about the President. Petersen said he was 

sure that the prosecutors did not have that type of information. 

The Committee has requested the tape recordings and other 

evidence of various Presidential conversations on the afternoon and 

evening of April 27, 1973. The President has produced edited transcripts 

of the conversations between the President and Petersen from 5:37 to 5:43 

p.m. and among the President, Petersen and Ronald Ziegler from 6:04 

to 6:48 p.m. Summaries of the transcripts have been prepared. 
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87.5 

87.6 

House Judiciary Committee staff sunnnary of 
White House edited transcript of a meeting 
between the President and Henry Petersen 
April 27, 1973, 5:37.:.. 5:43 p.m ••••••••••••••• •••••• 

House Judiciary Committee staff summary of 
White House edited transcript of a meeting 
among the President, Henry Petersen and 
Ronald Ziegler. April 27, 1973, 6:04 -
6:48 p.m ••••••••••••• • -•••••.•.•.•••••••••••••.•••••. 
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88. On or about April 28, 1973 H.R. Haldeman and John Ehrlichman 

determined that they should resign from their positions on the White 

House staff. Haldeman and Ehrlichman have testified that the President 

did not request their resignations. 
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89. On April 29, 1973 the President met with Attorney General 

Richard Kleindienst at Camp David. They discussed Kleindienst's 

resignation as Attorney General. The President asked Kleindienst 

if he could announce Kleindienst's resignation in his statement the 

next day and Kleindienst consented. Also on that date the President 

met with Elliot Richardson at Camp David and informed him of his 

intention to nominate Richardson to be Attorney General. The President 

told Richardson that he would commit to Richardson's determination 

whether a special prosecutor was needed. 
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90. On April 30, 1973 the President made a nationwide televised 

address on the Watergate matter. He announced the resignations of H. R. 

Haldeman, John Ehrlichman, Richard Kleindienst and John Dean and the 

appointment of Elliot Richardson as Attorney General of the United 

States. 
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1. On March 22, 1973 from 1:57 to 3:43 p.m. there was a meeting 

among the President, John Mitchell, H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman 

and John Dean. The following is an index to certain of the subjects 

discussed in the course of that meeting: 

Nature and purpose of a written report on 
Watergate-related matters to be drafted 
by John Dean. 

White House , contacts with the Senate 
Select Committee, and discussion of the 
activities of that Committee. 

White House - position on doctrine of 
executive privilege, and possible 
changes in that position. 

White House relationship to future Grand 
Jury investigations. 

Reference to White House approach to 
disclosure as "modified limited hang out" 
and other discussion relating to disclosure. 

TRANSCRIPT PAGE 

22-33, 52-53, 
57, 74-75 

7-19, 27-32, 35, 
46-51, 58-61, 64-68 

14, 19-21, 32··44, 
62, 64, 67-69, 76 

56-58 

70-74, 81-82, 86 
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PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 221 19'13 MEETING 

TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF A 
RECORDING OF A MEETING AMONG THE PRESIDENT, JOHN 
DEAN, JOHN EHRLICHMAN, H. R. HALDEMAN AND JOHN 
MITCHELL ON MARCH 22, 1973, FROM 1:57 TO 3:43 P.M. 

Hello John, how are you? [Unintelligible] 

Mr. President [unintelligible] Nixon. Mr. President, 

I'm just great. How are you? 

You Wall Street lawyer --

Yeah. I would hope that would be okay. 

UNIDENTIFIED: I think so. Yeah. You have to admit it, have to 

admit you're rich. 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

Not in front of all these people that help to collect 

taxes. 

Well, we'll spend them for what you want. [Unintelligible] 

But I, I can report, incidentally, that the firm is doing 

quite well. 

Are they? 

Can't think of any reason why it shouldn't. 

I don't either. 
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EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMA,N: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

1.1 TRANSCRIP'r OF. MARCH 221 19?3 MEF:TING 

I assigned the log [unimtelligible] on Saturday. 

)es , we know. 

Eastland is going to postpone any further hearings on 

Gray for two weeks. Try and let things cool off a 

little bit. He thinks Gray is dead on the floor. 

[Unintelligible] 

Gray's the symbol of wisdom; today, he accused your 

' counsel of being a liar. 

He may be dead 'cause I may shoot him. 

[Laughter] 
"'-

How's that? 

He said, "Yes"; he thinks John, he thinks John Dean dtd 

lie to the FBI when he said he wasn't sure whether Hunt, 

whether, uh, Howard Hunt had an office in the White 

House. 

I said I had to check it out. When, uh, when the agents 

asked me if they could see the office -- was the way 

it occurred -- right after an interview. And I said I 

would have to check that out. And now it's been inter-

preted that I was lying to the FBI about the fact that 
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HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 22,. 19'/ 3 MEETING 

he had an office or didn't have an office here. 

Which wasn't the question. 

Which wasn't the question. 

[Unintelligible]. But the headline for tonight will be 

"Gray Says Dean Lied". 

If Gray had been -- Gray apparently didn't know what 

the testimony was, is what, uh --

He never really sought to find out the facts. 

The question [unintelligible] earlier he just took 

the question without checking on it. 

The leading question -- Yeah, I think the question con

cerning the 

Yeah, the, you know, the --

Well, another factor, those agents may [unintelligible] 

That's right. 

Gray said that [unintelligible] FBI interview with Dean 

[unintelligible] question, he said, "I'll have to check 

it out" when asked if Hunt had a White House office. 
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PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

1.1 TRANSCRIP.f OF MARCH 22, 19'13 MEETING 

He wasn't asked that. He was asked if they could see, 

see the White House office. Said, "I'll have to check 

that out." 

Well, you, will --

So then says, "Did Dean lie to the agents?" Byrd asked 

Gray. "Looking back I would have to conclude that 

you were -- everything was correct in what you say." 

Yeah, but, uh --

It's such an irrelevant point even, that's the funny 

thing. 

Well, as a matter of fact, uh [unintelligible] such a 

thing that 

They're working on it right now. 

[Unintelligible] talk to Radford? 

I think so. 

Yeah, but [unintelligible] wasn't Gray responsible? Wasn't 

Gray responsible for that? 

Well, Bull has the matter right now. I just talked to him. 

He said he's quite frightened to sit down, frightened 

somebody is talking to you right now because, uh, uh, 
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HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

MITCHELL: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

MITCHELL: 

DEAN: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OP MARCH 22., 19'13 MEETING 

Byrd has indicated he'd like to have all the records 

of all the conversations we've had since the hearings 

started. How does he think you have called me, initiated 

the calls, to report on their hearings -- wasn't a 

problem. 

Well, Hunt was on the [snap fingers] 

He's a very down man right now, I might say also. 

Did you check the specific FBI reports? 

Uh, they are trying to find it over there right now. 

They are trying to find just how the draft of the 

transcript originated. And, 

Yes. 

you know --

Here:s the point, that some of the worst conclusions 

about, you know, I've tried to cut off the FBI is simply 

inaccurate. That's what isn't true. That's the fact 

that [unintelligible] 

In fact that's a good point for Ziegler to say, this sort 

of reminds me of too --
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UNIDENTIFIED: 

MITCHELL: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

DEAN: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 22, 1973 MEETING 

I know DeMarco --

He's plenty good. 

You, by the way, draw the combination, for instance 

[unintelligible] 

Well he may be feeling sorry for himself, you know, 

and [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] 

He's, he, he sounds down. He realized after our con

versation that, he sounded down. He said, uh, uh, 

and I said, "Well, I'll talk to you later Pat" and, 

uh, you know, trying to show that he'd like to discuss 

[unintelligible] my voice [unintelligible], and he 

said, "Hold on just a minute." "All right, just 

keep the faith," [Laughs) 

UNIDENTIFIED: Has he been coached by someone? 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

I don't think so. Dick Moore is talking with him 

right now and, and [unintelligible] 

What did Dick, uh, Dick, uh, say, have to say about 

it lunintellig;U:iieJ 
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1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF Mfl.RCH 221 197 3 ME'ETING 

UNIDENTIFIED: Sure. The only lawyer --

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] want to get on the wire right quick. 

MITCHELL: ~n the specifics of what the question was and what the 

response to it. Now, I think [unintelligible) Gray 

[unintelligible] 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

DEAN: 

Uh, they got material where they wanted. The information 

was in the office. 

It was in the office? [Unintelligible] Hunt? 

I never -- Down to this day I don't really know where 

Hunt's safe was kept. Uh, I don't think there was one 

was there? [Unintelligible] 

John ·ts been over -- John I s been with Ziegler this morning. 

Yeah, I left them to come over here and --

You did? You were with them. They are, uh --

They're working on it too. 

[Unintelligible] they're working on the specifi~s. 

Well, they are trying to get all the facts right now, 

as to what he might have reported as to how he came up 

with the transcript in the hearings, and then the frame up. 
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1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 22
1 

1973 ME'ETING 

PRESIDENT: You were trying to get through to -- with the [unin

telligible] Silbert -- you have to get the thing by 

Hunt. 

EHRLICHMAN: Not before the Grand Jury. 

UNIDENTIFIED: You mean - ? 

HALDEMAN: [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT: Right. lUnintelligible]. Tell Ron [unintelligible] 

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] 

DEAN: Well, maybe in the next twenty minutes I ought to shoot 

back over there and, and give her a call. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Shoot back [unintelligible] 

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT: About how long will it be? 

DEAN: Uh, fifteen minutes. 

HALDEMAN: Well, John, uh, Howard Baker just had, uh -- Hunt had 

this [unintelligible] sort of a buddy and, uh, Bittman 

just had lunch with Howard Baker's Administrative Assistant 
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PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 22, 19'15 MEF:TING 

at the Administrative Assistant's request. 

The same one that saw, uh, saw Qolson? 

Uh, I don't know that it was the same one, but I 

would guess. But this fellow, uh, wanted to get 

guidance from, uh, Timmons as to what the President 

was expecting out of the hearings and, uh, what, uh, 

he wanted to talk to him about this executive privilege 

business and, uh, where are we going to stand on that. 

He expressed the personal view that the President 

couldn't waive executive privilege, uh, which that 

son-of-a-bitch [unintelligible] Ervin would accept 

the written interrogatories, and, and that they would 

probably go to the subpoena route [unintelligible]. 

Uh, but, uh, nothing was raised about Baker being con

cerned that he didn't have contact -- nothing on that 

other report was raised at all. Uh, but he did say 

that, uh, Baker was .a little pissed off at Klein

dienst because, uh, uh, he had not met with him at 

all. He had had one meeting scheduled which they 

finally were able to set up, but Kleindienst cancelled 

it. And it has not been rescheduled, and so Baker has 

had no communication with Kleindienst. The day it was 

scheduled was the day you had your press conference and 
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MITCHELL: 

HALDEMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

HALDEMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

35 - 904 0 - 74 - pt, 1 - 9 

1.1 TRANSCRIF'T OF MARCH 22, 19?3 MEETING 

announced your executive privilege or announced that 

the President with Dean and nobody would go up, which, 

uh, caught Baker unawares. Uh, and, uh, the disturbing 

thing is that his understanding is [unintelligible] the 

view that, uh, Kleindienst would keep him informed of 

this next time. (Unintelligible] 

Plus the fact they're having a meeting with that guy, uh, 

as soon as he 

Oh, yeah. 

And all Weicker does is (unintelligible] Moore and 

Howard [unintelligible] Justice Department [unintelligible] 

Well he's objecting to the agreement that they made with 

Kleindienst, that Ervin made with Kleindienst, that, uh, 

FBI raw files would be made available to the Chairman and 

the ranking member. 

Yeah, well --

Demanding that they be -- He's going to demand that they, 

they subpoena the, uh, Attorney General and the Director 

of the FBI to produce all the files, the materials and 

so forth. 

I talked to Kleindienst last night and he raised that. 
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And he said that he worked this out with, with Weicker, 

but Weicker was now dissatisfied with the arrangement. 

So he's going to the Chairman and the ranking minority 

member on the conflict. 

[Unintelligible] a letter to [unintelligible] 

That could be the [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] Baker's idea. He wanted to talk to 

Kleindienst about it, didn't want to talk to anybody 

else. That's the way we left it. 

[Unintelligible] I think that Kleindienst ought to be 

aware of the fact that Baker is distressed that he 

hasn't made any greater effort to see him. 

Good point. Yeah. 

I will. 

Fine [unintelligible]. Follow through and pick up on 

that idea. I just want -- I think .you'd better do 

it yourself. Don't you? 

Could I suggest that, that you call Kleindienst? You 

had the other conversation with him. Could you call 

him and say you've gotten a rumor that Baker's unhappy? 

Because [unintelligible] nobody else can do it. 

-11-

(118) 



HALDEMAN: 

PEESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 221 1973 MEETING 

I think he's not really standing on his tippy-toes 

completely. 

[Unintelligible] 

The nature of the liaison -- he's got [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] communicate back and forth. 

[Unintelligible] will not want to be in position -

Baker does not want to be in the position of talking 

to anybody in the White House. 

He doesn't want to talk to anybody. 

[Unintelligible] collaborate with us. 

He doesn't want to talk --

But he wants to collaborate -- this A. A. was saying, 

he wants to be helpful, he wants to work things out. 

He told the President he wanted to do that through 

the 

Yeah. 

Attorney General. 

That's right. Said he did want to talk to Kleindienst. 

Does Kleindienst know that? 
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PRESIDENT: Yes, of course. 

HALDEMAN: Well then, call Kleindienst. 

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible]. Were you there? [Unintelligible] 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

What are they going to collaborate on? 

[Unintelligible] what? 

Well, now, what are they going to collaborate on? 

Well, I suppose on such matters, uh, you may recall 

that Gray wants to, uh [unintelligible] wants the 

FBI; however [unintelligible] and so forth haviq~ 

Kleindienst [unintelligible] 

Well, again, I, I know exactly what the trouble is. 

Oh, okay. [Unintelligible] all done. [Unintelligible] 

I'm the one that should do it. But you -- what Baker 

was thinking of, says that Kleindienst cancelled [unin

telligible] I would think Kleindienst should have done it. 

[Unintelligible] broadcast [unintelligible] 

Well, that's another thing, that, uh [unintelligible] 

For instance, said to Timmons• Baker was expecting all the 

lawyers to try to get into the confidence of Sam Rrvin that 

[unintelligible] 
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Yeah, but he shouldn't be too concerned about Baker's 

public statements in agreement with Ervin with, uh, 

that established him [unintelligible] 

Well, he said that he [unintelligible] against it. 

That's what he wants to do. [Unintelligible] Okay. 

Well, uh, you, you're going to follow up about 2:30 

on, on, Gray [unintelligible]. He's [laughs] a little bit on 

the stupid side, to be frank with you. 

The prospects to let himself get sandbagged until then 

won't happen, 

You'd better counsel him about it. The problem with him, 

the problem with him, John, is, uh, with Gray, is uh, 

a certain stubborness [unintelligible] talk to Klein

dienst. Frankly, I think too, I think maybe, maybe 

Kleindienst ought to counsel him and talk to him. 

He has, uh, and he listened to him. John Ehrlichman 

talked to Kleindienst last night and said that's where 

Gray was getting his guidance. 

The whole trouble is that Dick gives him guidance which 

is very general. Something like this comes up and 

Gray overreacts -- it's almost a spasm reaction. We 
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had, the other day -- whether or not, you know, giving 

them access to the FBI files. 

Yeah. 

It was, it was the opposite of what Kleindienst told him. 

I know it. 

And, uh --

He shouldn't have even needed guidance on that. 

Of course. 

Nobody -- the Director of the FBI should not have 

even known -- should have even known, second nature, 

that, uh, you never turn over raw files to a full 

committee. 

I talked to Dick Saturday night 

Yeah. · 

and he just was beside himself because of that. And, uh, 

he said, "Hell, we covered this," he says, and, uh, he was 

really obsessed on it. And I feel --

Well, okay. I'll, uh -- I'll tell him. [Picks up 

phone] Try Mr. Kleindienst, please. [Hangs up] Well, 

were we, uh, -- What, uh, words of wisdom do we have 
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from this august body on this point? 

Our brother Mitchell -t;brought us some wisdom on execu

tive privilege which, I believe 

Technically, Mr. President, I think the only problem 

[unintelligible) and I'd prefer you just coming out 

and stating, 

That's right. 

and, uh, and I would believe that, uh, it would be well 

worthwhile to consider to spoil the picture to the 

point where under the proper circumstances you can 

settle with certain former people in the White House 

and some [unintelligible) [telephone rings) some of the 

current people at the White House [telephone rings) 

under controlled circumstances should go up and, uh 

[telephone rings) 

[Picks up phone) Hello. 

Oh, Dick, I wanted to tell you, you know, on, uh, on, 

uh, uh, Baker that, uh, his Administrati~e Assistant 

was talking to Tinm10ns and , uh, Baker has , uh, ap

preciated, you know, [unintelligible) going to make 

a deal [unintelligible] was good. They've not been 

able to, uh, have the, uh, discussion [unintelligible]. 
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Well, I just wanted to tell you that, uh, you know, 

nobody here -- you remember our conversation regarding 

any discussion at all with Baker, which I think is 

proper, don't you? Now the point is, on the other 

hand, uh, that Baker wants -- what it means, you 

know, contacted, and it really depends, so --

I see. 

Really? Uh huh. 

Uh huh. 

Today. 

Yeah9 by his Administrative Assistant. 

So, uh, I guess that the point is that, which we -

you see we're counting on you to be the man there, uh, 

Dick, and, uh, and I want to keep everybody else out 

of this and so -- and, uh, you know, and I told Baker 

I said [unintelligible] "All right, now who do you 

want to talk to?" And he said, "Kleindienst," and I 

said, "Fine, heis the man." And so I left it at that, 

and so he's, he's running down here 

Yeah. 

Yeah. 
How's this -- why don't you get him on the phone, get 

him down there. And say, ''Now, look, [unintelligible]. 

He's also -- it's sort of a line with Baker, now, that 
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he doesn't have any contact with the White House 

officials, he didn't want that, that's not his 

fault -- that's not our fault. (Unintelligible] 

delighted except that it would not be the right 

thing. And, uh, on the other hand, in contact with 

you, it is essential for him to stick to your guidance. 

I get it he wanted everybody to come down in public 

session. 

Yeah. 

No way -- and so forth. 

Well, we'll keep in touch with you, Dick, uh, basically 

through Dean, uh, which is the best way, uh, in terms 

of, uh, in terms of, uh, of what, uh, of what we had 

done with the ColIII!littee (unintelligible] and that those 

were in our guidelines. But then I think you, you 

really got to be our Baker handholder, you know. That's 

a hell of a tough job, but,uh, I, if you have, if you 

have to have him move in with y?u, then do it, huh? 

Yeah, better get his wife out of the way and move him 

in. Yeah. 

Yeah. Yeah. 

Yeah, I understand. Postponed -- for two weeks? [Unin

telligible]. Yeah, I know. 

Right, I know. 

Right. Right. 
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Yeah. 

Yeah. 

Yeah, apparently down here it means that, uh, maybe he's a 

bit phony, but, uh, the other aspect [unintelligible]. 

Yeah, the trouble is, you know, is, uh, opened -- I, 

I understand you were as shocked as some, as I was 

that raw files had already been made available to the 

Committee. 

Yeah. 

Did he? What do you think about it? 

Yeah. Well, do what you can. 

Incidentally, with Weicker, did you work that thing out 

with him? Uh, he, he said in public he still 

hadn't written a letter, you know -- yeah. 

When did you talk to him? [Cough] 

Yeah. 

I expected that. 

That's right. 

Yeah. 

No, you don't, you never had done that before. No, 

that even goes further. 

Right. Right. But we're doing it in order that we 

get clear -- Yeah. All right, then, let's leave it 
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this way -- You'll handle, uh, you'll, you'll handle 

Baker now, huh? You'll babysit him, starting, like, 

like in about ten minutes? 

All right. Okay. 

(Hangs up] 

We're fairly certain You could probably hear this 

afternoon. He said, he said he's called Baker about, 

oh, dozens of times, and Baker -- it seems he's out of 

town making a speech [unintelligible] and this trip 

just goes on, and on, and on. But, he'll try. He'll 

call him right away. He said he talked to Weicker for 

an hour on the phone [unintelligible] furnishing the 

files [unintelligible]. Well, anyway, he says he 

talked to him for an hour and a half. 

UNIDENTIFIED: (Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

When I talked to Kle i ndienst [unintelligible]. Maybe 

it's not Kleindienst; maybe it's Baker. 

I would guess that there's truth, truth to that, too. 

I have always said, they're always down here bitching 

about nobody calling them, nobody giving them anything 

and all that. They say, "When you catch them, you can't 

get to them." 
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[Unintelligible] catch them [unintelligible] pass the 

word to Colson, Webster --

That's right. 

And this --

And his, and his, and incidentally, it just looks like he 

his Administrative Assistant called Colson. Now that's 

what Colson informed me. And I said, "But, what the 

hell," he said, [unintelligible], but I said, uh 

Well, that isn't a casual pitch. 

No. 

Maybe he's looking for some -- Baker's looking for some, 

some sort of a link with the White House. Maybe that's 

what he's 

UNIDENTIFIED: Well --

DEAN: trying to hint at. 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

It's got to be Kleindienst. Go ahead on executive privilege, 

I suppose -- How would you, uh, how would you handle it, uh? 

All I have worked out was 

Work out the arrangements. 

the best formula that we've discussed. 

Well, I guess under the, under the, uh, under the situation 
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that you, uh, under .the statement that we have, we're 

in a position to, to [unintelligible] I think we could, uh, 

we're in a position to, uh, negotiate with the Committee 

as to how, but we are not in a position to have, uh, 

to, uh, to cross the bridge in terms of saying that 

Hunt and Liddy will go down and testify and that members 

of the White House staff will testify in open, public 

session, or something like that. But you've got a 

lot of 

EHRLICHMAN: Formal --

PRESIDENT: other things --

EHRLICHMAN: Formal is the word. 

PRESIDENT: Formally is the word I use. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Uh --

PRESIDENT: And incidentally, that's what I told Baker, too. 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

I said, "Fine that's the term." 

On executive --

We begin with that proposition -- I'd be comfortable 

there -- and see what you can get by with. 

On executive privilege, Mr. President, stay well aware 
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that some have waived it, and the more I think 

about it [unintelligible] 

Yes. 

And it hurts the more you do it, the more you --

The more it's less, uh, [unintelligible] . 

[Unintelligible] Sherman Adams, 

Uh, the point, uh, beyond which you might be able to 

work it out here, 

Yeah. 

The, uh, the point being that this seems to be the only 

way in which you get involved [unintelligible] 

You do. 

I would, uh, lay out a formula and, uh, negotiate it with, 

with Sam Ervin or either through Baker or however else [unin

telligible]. And I would, I would also put together a damn 

good PR team. [Unintelligible] made available so that the, 

uh, the facts can be adduced without putting on a political 

road show. 

What about this? 

What about the President's team? The team is important. 

Okay, I've written this. I can see that Chapin, for 
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instance, could appear, without it in any way being 

germane to the Presidency. So I'm going to decide 

right now 

UNIDENTIFIED: Baker --

EHRLICHMAN: that --

PRESIDENT: Not Baker, that'll be a little too --

EHRLICHMAN: Well, whoever you talk to. Uh, I've got a report here 

and I think I see where the danger points are and where 

they aren't. I'd want to reserve, obviously, as to any 

question that might be asked. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Right. 

EHBLICHMAN: I can pinpoint some people now, but it really wouldn't 

make any difference •. 

HALDEMAN: John, do you admit there's any danger point? You 

admit that any one member of the White House staff can 

testify because it's no danger point for him, but that 

some other one can't because it's a danger point with 
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EHRLICHMAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

him. Then what you're saying is, 

Well, but the first -- [unintelligible] 

then you're saying the President was involved. 

I'm, I'm, I'm saying danger in the sense of that he 

could, could, could -- provocative. 

But [unintelligible] for the sake of going about dis

cussion, in other words that -- Maybe we think that 

it's appropriate at this time to formalize John's theory 

on the Segretti matter and the Watergate matter based on 

the documentation from the FBI and [unintelligible] FBI 

[unintelligible] in other words based on -- Can the 

Grand Jury -- what we know came out of there, the trial 

[unintelligible] as far as that's one incident -- whatever 

the record, uh, could have been available to me. This 

is why the investigation of -- we had the memorandum 

with the back-up -- you know, obviously the FBI after 

all [unintelligible] and so forth couldn't find any-

thing more. It's not expected that you could or 

[unintelligible] get out by way of their interrogation 

[unintelligible] uh, two memorandum from Dean is 

important [unintelligible] appropriate time with it. 

John did, and say I [unintelligible] all the public 
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records {unintelligible] 

We've tried that though, John. Uh 

.[Clears throat] Why won't .... .,.. 

We still have grave doubts about it, though, 

Well, I don't know --

I did too before, Mr, President, I, I had severe 

doubts about it. The, uh, now that, now that the facts 

have come out as have the FBI reports, and we have had 

the trial, that you have some documentation [unintelligible] 

I think the, uh, the proof is in the pudding, so to 

speak~- it's how the document is written and until I 

sit down and write that doc-- I, I've done part "B" 

so to speak. I've done the Segretti thing. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Uh huh. 

DEAN: Uh, and I am relatively satisfied that we don't have 

any major problems with that. All right, as I go to part 

"A" -- the Watergate -- I haven't written I haven't 

gone through the exercise yet, uh, in really whole 
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effort to write such a report, and I really can't 

say if I can do it -- where we are. And I, I think 

i.t' s certainly something that should be done, though. 

Yeah. 

And, uh, but we --

You never know --

you never know until we sit down and try to do it. 

Now, let me say on the Watergate, that's a case [unin

telligible] Segretti [unintelligible] 

We can't, we can't be as complete 'cause we don't know. 

All we know is what, is whether --

That's a question [unintelligible} 

It's a negative setting for us. 

ln setting for~h this ~eneral conclusion based on 

[unintelligible) all these questions. You are~ that 

based on all of your consideration, uh, all of your 

analysis, and so forth, you, you're, you have found and 

very carefully put down that this individual, that 

individual, that individual, were not involved. We're 

going [unintelligible} to have to presume that. Rather 

than going into every leaked story and other charge, 

et cetera, et cetera, et cetera, and knock this, this, 
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this, this, this, this down -- I don't, I 

don't know --

Yeah, well that's why I'd like to, like to -- and I 

don't think I can do it until I sit down. This evenin? 

start drafting. 

Exactly. 

I think you ought to hole up -- now t hat you -- for the 

weekend and do that. 

Sure. 

Let's put an end to your business and get it done. 

I think you need a -- that's right. Why don't you do 

this? Why don't you go up to Camp David? And, uh 

I might do that; I might do that. A place to get away 

from the phone. 

Completely away from the phone and so forth, Just go 

up there and, uh [unintelligible] I don't know what 

kind work this is, but I agree that that's what you 

could -- see what you come up with. You would 

have in mind and assume that we've got so~e sort 

of a document [unintell:igible] and then the next step 

once you have written it you will have to continue to 
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defend [unintelligible] action. 

That would be my scenario, that, that he presents it 

to you as, at, at your request. And, uh, you then 

publish it. 

Well, that, that's --

That introduces the problem for us [unintelligible] 

-- trial. 

criminal trial and then appeals which may --

I, I know that, but I don't care. 

Well you ought to be --

I don't see why. You're not dealing with the defendant's 

trial. You're only dealing with the White House involve

ment. You're not dealing with the campaign. 

DEAN: That's where I first [unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT: Well, you can write, you could write it in a way 

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] 
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PRESIDENT: you could write it in a way that you say this report 

does not re--, it's not, not, will not c,omment upon 

EHRLICHMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

and so forth and so forth, but, "I as, as you di-

rected, Mr. President, and without at all compromising 

the rights of defendants and so forth, some of which 

are on appeal, here are the. facts with regard to 

members of the White House staff, et cetera, et cetera, 

et cetera, which you have asked from me,, I 

have checked the FBI records; I have read the Grand 

Jury testimony and this is it 

sions, chit, chit, chit, chit." 

these are my conclu-

As a matter of fact you could say, "I, I will not 

summarize some of the FBI reports in this document 

because it is my understanding that you may wish to 

publish this." Or, or you can allude to it in that 

way without saying that flatly. You can say that "I 

do not summarize all the FBI documents in this report." 

Or I could say that all of the FBI [clears throat], 

it is my understanding that all the FBI reports have 

been turned over to the Ervin Committee. Another, another 

vehicle might --

And, and he has only seen half of them. 

Yeah. 
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PRESIDENT: Oh, yeah. 

DEAN: Another vehicle might be, take the report I write 

and give it to Ervin and Baker, 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

DEAN: 

Yeah. 

uh, under the same terms that, uh, they're getting the 

FBI reports. Say, ''Now, this has innuendo in it, little 

things the press would leak from this and assume things 

that shouldn't be assumed. But I want you to know 

everything we know." And publicly state that you've 

turned over a Dean Report to the Ervin Committee. And 

then begin to say -- the next step is, "I think that 

you can see that various people have various ingredients 

where they may be of assistance in testifying. But it 

is not worth their coming up here to be able to repeat 

really what is here in some forum where they are going 

to be, uh, treated like they are in a circus. But I 

am also willing, based on this document, to set some 

ground rules for how we have these people appear before 

your Committee." 

A case in point: the issue of whether or not I had a 

phone call reporting the burglary. 

Right. 
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Now, that's all I know about the damn thing is that 

the Secret Service, or some policeman phoned. 

But they could go on forever with you on that. 

Exactly. 

And I think it ought to be things like we've got in, 

in this report and this might be, you know, get, give 

it to Ervin on the confidence that we're not talking 

about documents being released. We're talking about 

something that's entirely facts. You could even 

[unintelligible] write a [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] accomplish our purpose if it isn't 

released. 

I think it, I think it --

And I, I thought the purpose -- I thought John's con

cern [unintelligible] I guess you'd want him for me to 

I do, I --

My thought is 

In other words, rather than fighting it, we're not, 

we're not fighting the Committee -- we are, of course 
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EHRLICHMA._111: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

but what we're fighting is a public relations battle. 

And I ani looking to the future, assuming that some 

corner of this thing comes unstuck at some time, you're 

then in a position to say, "Look, that document I 

published is the document I relied on, that's the re

port I relied on and it codified and included all the 

secret. uh. identification of the FBI -- " 

This is all we knew. 

All the stuff we could find out --

"And now. this new development is a sul'l)rise to m~, and 

I'm going to fire A, B, C, and D -- now." 

John, let me just raise this. If you take the document 

publicly, the first thing that happens is the press 

starts asking Ziegler about it, inspecting the document 

each day. "Well, why did Ehrlichman receive the call? 

How did they happen to pick out Ehrlichman?" 

That's _ right. 

"Uh, what did he do with the information after he got 

it? 11 Uh, so on. Each, every item can be a ful'.:. day of 

quizzing. 
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UNIDENTIFIED: Yeah. 

DEAN: They'll just go through the document day after day 

after day. 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

Now what is your concerned judgment as to when and 

under what circumstances -·-

Another thing -- However, 

[Unintelligible] 

let me say, that while Ziegler could be! given all those 

questions, I would say those are questiong -- I think 

Ziegler should cut it off. 

Let it die. 

This -- Yeah, fine. I think there should be a cut-off 

point which [unintelligible]. If John just sort of 

[unintelligible] I'm not going to comment on the basic 

questions that are properly before the Committee on 

the [unintelligible] 

Well, you, you've said you are going to cooperate with 

a proper investigation. 

Yeah, but I'm not going to comment on it while it is 

proper. 
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That's right. 

As long as it's proper. 

So why would you, why not put ourselves in a frame

work where you're way out above it? You're cooperating 

with this Committee; you've turned over the materials, 

And then, no further comment. 

and no further comment. 

You see, I think you could get off with the Ziegler 

business. I mean, I don't want Ziegler -- I, I was 

trying to pull Ziegler off of that by my own state

ment, too. [Unintelligible] cooperate with the Com

mittee, give full cooperation, but we're not going to 

comment while the matter is being considered by the 

Committee 

But you donlt say, 

unless the Committee does this and that. 

but you don\ t say that people don'· t gj_ve., don't 

release, don't publish the, uh, Dean report. Only 

hand it over --

-- to a proper investi~ative committee. 
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Well, then if you turn over the, do that, though, then 

can we get anything out about the, uh, Republicans 

putting out that much of a report? Uh, can we still 

get out the fact that 

Well, the President --

there has been a report in which everybody in the 

White House -- which bears out the President's --

Ron can make the stateme~nt. 

That's right. 

That the President --

[Unintelligible] 

John wants the statement --

Another way to do this, and that would be for you to 

have a meeting with Ervin and Baker. 

Yeah. 

That would -- I told them --

Well, we've thought of that, I mean, we've thought 

ofthat and we've tried it. 
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But, but we didn't have a reason for the meeting. This 

would be for the purpose of turning over the document 

and discussing the ground rules. Uh, before you did that 

you want to have that all agreed in advance as to what 

the ground rules would be. And, you've got quid pro quo 

here because you could come to, to Baker, and you could 

come to the Committee or to Ervin direct, and say, "Look, 

I'll turn over the Dean report to you, provided we can 

agree, uh, on how witnesses will be treated up there." 

I can, I can even, uh, construe, uh, 

Right. 

executive privilege. 

John, for example, if you were, uh, just talking about 

executive privilege, this, this really gets down to the 

specifics in terms of the question what do you do when 

they say, "What about Colson?" Does he go or not? 

MITCHELL: I think that Colson goes. 

PRESIDENT: He has to go? 

UNIDENTIFIED: Right. 

MITCHELL: I think Colson --
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Everybody goes under John's ·-- including Ehrlichman and 

me -- everybody except John Dean, who doesn't go be

cause he's, he's got the lawyer privilege, 

I think what is happening to you and John and so forth 

with the Committee could be negotiated out of the con

tents of this report. 

We should negotiate it how? 

The President's report will show that uh, your simple 

thought -- your simple involvement was missing in the 

pub bill. 

No, it would show more on my book, I'm afraid. 

But, they'll still, they'll still -- One strong 

argument --

Let us, let us go. 

Yeah. 

I , I, I don't see any argument against our going if you are 

going to let anybody go. 

That's right. 

Let us go. But, on the condition -- you get less 

trouble with us than you do with some of the others. And 

if it's not -- and, now sure if you get, if you get the 
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big fish up there in front of the television cameras, 

yes, I think that would be tough. I think Strachan 

going up wouldn't get them nearly as excited as, as 

John and me going up. 

That's Strachan and Chapin. 

Well, Chapin wouldn't have to appear 

Well --

as a focal point, but, but, uh, uh, I think, if you 

could do it in executive session, uh - -

UNIDENTIFIED: Then I would [unintelligible] 

HALDEMAN: Then, then why hold us back? 

PRESIDENT: The executive session thing has always appealed to me. 

DEAN: 

Now of course, you could say, "Well, in terms of people 

coming up here, of course you have to [unintelligible] 

session, but you got to convin-, the Committee feels 

constrained under executive session --

We can invite the Connnittee down to the Roosevelt Room 

or the Blair House. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Yeah. 
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Oh hell, you could --

Yeah , you could set it at a different venue , 

that's true. You could put it in a di f ferent place. 

You could say we -- which is what I 

MITCHELL: That would be hard to negotiate. 

HALDEMAN: Can, can we maintain informality? 

EHRLICHMAN: It will never -- it would never fly. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Never fly. 

HALDEMAN: Yeah, I don't know why not, Those others go up there, 

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT: Well, would executive session fly? 

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

Executive session, I suspect, would at this point, 

yes sir, yeah, I, I really think these guys are con

cerned about this Mexican standoff that they've got, 

and I think they're --

They'll also --

I think that, that, the, uh -- Ervin's crack on tele

vision about arresting people crossed the line. 

Right. 
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That would take it quite a bit far. 

In ci.ldition to that you have the problem of the long 

lengthy litigation. 

It's going to go on for a hell of a long time. 

Ervin doesn't want that. 

Let him take it on the counsel, then. 

That's what he doesn't want. 

I know, but let him, if, if he, uh --

We have offered to do it on Dwight Chapin. That's 

the easy one for him. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Yeah. 

HALDEMAN: You got some guy who had no contact with this [unin

telligible] 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

It was quite, ic was quite clear tQ me that, it was 

quite clear to me that, uh, as long as, as long as Dean 

Won't they test it? 

No, they didn't test it. We asked them to~ 

UNIDENTIFIED: Find out. 
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HALDEMAN: 
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He said let's find out. They didn't bite that one 

very fast, did they John? 

Chapin's the guy they'd test it on. You try to hold 

privilege on Chapin and that's one they'd go to Court 

on. They, they'd --

Probably. 

You might do pretty well, because here's a former 

employee, a guy who had no policy role, had no 

-- contact --

major contact with the President, and he'd have a hell 

of a time demonstrating --

Obviously you'll have to expect a subpoena. 

Chapin? 

Yeah, because . he's no longer employed. 

Well, because, 

What I'd --

because with the subpoena, if he's called to testify 

regarding his appointment, but not, not regarding 

his -- any present stuff. 
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He doesn't [unintelligible] legroom. They can get 

him up there. 

EHRLICHMAN: Well, the precedent 

UNIDENTIFIED: I, I, I --

EHRLICHMAN: on this is interesting. I think that his lawyer would 

advise him to go. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Couldn't get anything, couldn't do anything 

[unintelligible] 

MITCHELL: They could get him to talk. 

PRESIDENT: We would have to express the trust -- In the case of 

a present White House employee they couldn't get him 

up here, right? 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

Right. 

In ~he case of a past one you could get him up, but then 

he could, then he would have to go in front of the cameras 

and say, "I will not because of executive privilege." 

Well, they can get up with him. 

But its your privilege -- you interpose it. 

I see. 

And, and, uh, first we have the, the anomoly of Clark 
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Mollenhoff running up and, and, uh, trying to give 

testimony in a civil service area over here now. He's 

running up saying, "Ask me a question, ask me a ques

tion, this is a kangaroo court, and, and I waive--" 
' 

The hearing examiner just says, "Sit down and shut up." 

And what's happening is that, that, the, uh, government 

is asserting the executive privilege. 

MITCHELL: No, they are not. 

EHRLICHMAN : Well --

MITCHELL: Not executive privilege. 

EHRLICHMAN: Yeah, all right --

MITCHELL: In fact you have --

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] executive --

EHRLICHMAN: All right. It's the closest thing to it. But the point 

is, who's privilege is it to assert? Now, what do you 

do if it's Chapin? I think, I, I haven't thought this 

this is the reason I called you here to figure out what 

the scenario is -- but I assume what would happen is that 

immediately the subpoena issued, that, that on behalf 

of the President a letter would go to the Committee saying 

the Executive asserts privilege. 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

MITCHELL:. 

HALDEXAN; 

Let me ask this. Uh, the, this question is for John 

Ehrlichman and, uh, John Dean. Uh, now you were the two 

who felt the strongest, uh, on the executive privilege 

thing [unintelligible], If I am not mistaken, you 

thought we ought to draw the line where we did. [unintelligible]. 

Have you changed your mind now? 

No sir, I think it's a, I think it's a terrific state

ment. It's --It, it puts you just where you should 

be. It's got enough flexibility in it. It's 

But now -- what -- all that John Mitchell is arguing, 

then, is that now we, we use flexibility 

That's correct. 

in order to get on with the coverup plan. 

And, as I told him, I am, am so convinced we're right 

on the statement that I have never gone beyond that. 

He argues that we're being hurt badly by the way it's 

being handled. And I am willing -- let's see~-

That's the point. 

I think that's a valid evaluation, I think [unintelligible] 

-45-

(152) 



MITCHELL: 

HALDEMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 221 19?3 MEETING 

See , that's the only point, the only point 
e,, 

Yeah. 

where the President --

That's where you look like you're covering up right 

now. That's the only thing, the only active step you've 

taken to cover up the Watergate all along. 

That's right. 

What is? 

Was that. 

Ev--, even though we've offered to cooperate. 

To the extent -- and on legal grounds, and, and 

precedent, 

That's right. 

and tradition, and constitutional grounds and all that 

stuff you, you're just fine, but to the guy sitting 

at home who watches John Chancellor say that the Presi

dent is covering this up by re--, this historic re-

view blankets the widest exercise of executive privilege 
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in American history, and all that. He says, "What 

the hell's he covering up? If he's got no problem 

why doesn't he let them go and talk?" 

And it relates to the Watergate, it doesn't relate 

to Henry Kissinger 

That's right. 

or foreign affairs. 

That's right. Precedent and all that business -- they 

don't know what you're talking about. 

Well, maybe then we shouldn't have made the statement. 

I think we should have because it puts you in a much 

better position to -- They were over here. That's 

what Ervin wanted, He wanted all of us up there - 

unlimited, total, wide open. We -- The statement 

in a sense puts us over here. Now you move back to 

about here and probably you can get away~with it. 

Well, you can get away with it in the Watergate con

text. You see, you said 

That's right. 

executive privilege would work and, and then, then you've 
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PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

applied it in the first instance to Gray. You said 

this fellow can't go. 

That's right. 

And, I wouldn't change that. 

I [unintelligible] 

I can't -- anything about that. 

Great. 

Exactly right. 

Right. 

At the same time --

By the way isn't that [ unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] 

That's right. 

Uh --

[Unintelligible] one syllable names. 

At the same time, uh, you are in a position to say, 

"Oh, well now this, this other case, and what I, 

-48-

(155) 



HALDEMAN: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 22., 19'13 MEETING 

what I'm going to do there, consistent with my 

statement, is so and so, and so and so." 

Because it very clearly -- The questions that the 

Committee properly wants to ask don't have any bearing 

on these people's relationship to the President. 

Which they don't. The President had nothing to do with 

it. 

UNIDENTIFIED: I don't know at all. I --

EHRLICHMAN: There again, it's going to be hard to get proof. Well, 

it'll be hard to -- if you You're right, we're going 

to need some kind of a PR campaign. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Yes, that's true. 

PRESIDENT: That's true, what? 

EHRLICHMAN: For the average guy. 

PRESIDENT: Is thinking about [unintelligible] Dean --

EHRLICHMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

This is the argument will be, uh, the President's 

backed off his rock solid position on executive privi

lege and is now letting, uh, Chapin, and Colson, and, 

and, Haldeman, and everybody testify. 

That the rest of us said that that's perfectly 

[unintelligible] 
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It is. I think they're 

EHRLICHMAN: -- saying that there are PR problems, 

PRESIDENT: But people don't think so, is that right? 

UNIDENTIFIED: That's right. 

DEAN: Sure. 

PRESIDENT: In spite of what [unintelligible] 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

Oh, yeah. They don't think the --

I agree'. I understand .. I understand. 

They think you clanged down an iron curtain here 

and you won't let anybody out of here, ever. 

That have ever worked here. Scour lady on up. 

It was my understand i ng -- I thought from you , 

or maybe it was someone else -- that the Committee's 

operating rules do not permit witnesses to have 

counsel. 

That's grand jury. I've never heard that about, 

-- about the Conunittee? 

about the Connnittee no, I can't believe 
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PRESIDENT: The Committee, on the contrary, on the contrary, com

mittees, ever since the day I was there, they, they 

all allowed counsel. 

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] 

MITCHELL: Can't imagine their not having counsel. 

DEAN: [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

No sir. Committees, comrni.ttees allow counsel. 

If that's -- it seems to me if you're going to do this, 

that becomes important in that any White House staff 

member who testifies should not only have private 

counsel if he wants it -- personal counsel -- but the 

President's counsel should be there because you're 

under a limited waiver of executive privilege and the 

President's counsel should be there to, to uh, uh, 

enforce the limitation and the witness should not 

have to be in the position of saying, "That's one I 

can't answer because it is outside the ground." You 

or Fielding or eomebody should be doing that for 

him. 

Have you -- the, the Executive Session thing? 

UNIDENTIFIED: No. They, uh --

DEAN: They 1 ll bitch about that, too. 
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What are you going to hide? If you're going to 

let them come up, why do you why is that secret? 

Yeah, yeah. How do you handle that PR-wise? 

You don't. One of the hazards [unintelligible] another 

Roman holiday like they've had with Kleindienst and Gray. 

This, uh, fact-finding operation -- they're to get the 

facts and not to put another political, uh, circus like 

they have in the past. 

And if -- if there were no cameras up there, there would 

be no reason to have it executive session because, uh --

Well, then they come back and say all right we'll do 

it in open session, but we'll,uh, permit television coverage. 

Oh no. They won't do that. That [unintelligible] their 

problem because of television. It'll kill them [unintelligible] 

executive session written testimony be released. I think 

that that's the basis of the relation. That is stupid to 

talk about formal sessions, so, uh, that, that gets away 

from it. That's a, that's a -- It, it is a formal session. 

Executive session [unintelligible] release testimony. 

Correct? 

That's correct. We have said that no --

-52-

(159) 



1.1 TRANSCRIP'r OF MARCH 221 1973 ME'E'rING 

HALDEMAN: Point of debate, too. You argue they shouldn't. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Yeah, he does. 

MITCHELL: Well, they won't buy it. 

EHRLICHMAN: Yeah, but I probably can't get away with it. [Unintelligible]. 

But it's a good thing to start with. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Sure. 

EHRLICHMAN: You want a bargaining position, I think it's arguable that, 

uh, that all they're really interested in this, is informa

tion, and I think they don't need to release the transcripts, 

you know. 

HALDEMAN: Is there, uh, an executive session of a Senate Committee 

Are other Senators permitted -- they are, aren't they? 

Any Senator has the privilege of Committee [unintelligible] 

UNIDENTIFIED: Yup. 

HALDEMAN: So Teddy Kennedy could come in and sit there. 

PRESIDENT: Sure. He can't ask questions. 

HALDEMAN: He can't? 

MITCHELL: Not unless you're a member of the parent Committee. 
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UNIDENTIFIED: Which he is. 

MITCHELL: [Unintelligible) 

HALDEMAN: But this . isn't, this isn't subject --

DEAN: Select, Select Committee. 

PRESIDENT: Other members cannot -- whether -- that, that should 

be worked on too. But I -- It normally is the prac

tice that nobody can ask questions except members. 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

Of course, Teddy could still sit there in the audience 

and then go out to the TV cameras and say, "Look 

[unintelligible]" 

Wouldn't it be wonderful if he would? 

Probably we're going to have that. 

I think if he did that, that would be terrific. 

I was just thinking that, in the membership of the 

Committee, we're in reasonably good shape. The mem

bers -- the people that you have on the Committee are 

not as bad as most, as some Senators who would turn the 

use of TV afterwards for their own --

Not as spectacular. What? 

UNIDENTIFIED: You know, no way, and, and, uh [unintelligible] 
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[Unintelligible] 

Well, I would say [unintelligible] 

It's very soon that we're going to be moving on 

[unintelligible] 

And I point out [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] 

When do they start hearings now? 

The thing --

There's no time set. 

How would they time that? 

Well, the top--, the hearings won't be -- we have 

plenty of time before the hearings, but what, uh,--

UNIDENTIFIED: The PR. 

PRESIDENT: John's concerned about, the PR, we don't have much 

time. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Well, but --

PRESIDENT: You don't have much. 
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PR is going to start on this right away with, with 

the termination of the Gray hearings for two weeks 

that'll let some steam out of the --

Yeah. Your PR would, 

Well, it'll have to --

the PR would -- What I meant is, and any--, and anyway 

the main thing is to do the right thing, Don't 

rush too fast on the PR but,uh, uh, it'll take some 

time to write, uh, something. John's got to have time 

to write this report. He's got to have a chance to 

look at -- I guess we don't, we don't breach, we don't 

broach or do we broach this whether we have a report 

or not? 

I think you can broach that. 

Fine. 

Now --

Let me ask you this: On the broaching of that, should 

we have Kleindienst be the broacher? The point is, 

who else? I can't. 

That's right. Well, Kleindienst in his conversations 
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with Ervin and Baker -- Ervin indicated that he would 

like to talk to Kleindienst about the executive privi

lege question. Uh, maybe it's now time to get that 

channel re-opened again. Uh --

Let me, let me make this suggestion. 

Write it out so, so Kleindienst said that both chapter 

and verse -- on this--

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] 

UNIDENTIFIED: Without anybody else present. 

MITCHELL: For a first step, for a first step, you're going to have 

that meeting and we're going to keep John out of that. 

But you're going to have everybody screaming about execu

tive privilege going on in a committee meeting again. 

And I think, well, before the Committee meeting is held, 

for somebody to say, "We want to discuss with the Chairman 

of the Committee his concept of the appearances of wit

nesses." And don't discuss it with him until you get all 

your ducks in a row all layed oult. But, at least you 

advise them that it is a discussion of the subject matter 

so they don't come out and blast you [unintelligible] 
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Then ask him not to take a Committee vote on the subject 

either, until --

[Unintelligible] committee locked in, but you can work 

something, maybe you can work on that. 

Well is this the tim e to, uh, I mean, the point is, uh, 

if the, if the, if the Committee -- Is this the time to 

[unintelligible]. That's it. Who's going to talk to 

him? Who's going to be there? Who do you think should 

do it? 

Kleindienst talks --

Talks to -- in other words to Baker and Ervin, basically. 

That conversation should occur like tomorrow. Why 

not? If you're going to move in this direction, regard

less of the report. We've got to move in this direction 

[unintelligible] start the negotiation. 

Well, I think that's too much lead time. Uh, in, in 

the process . before the Committee meeting [unin

telligible]. Now, what's Wally Johnson's status? 

-58-

(165) 



DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

MITCHELL: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 22., 19?3 MEETING 

That's funny, because I -- he is still here, hasn't 

gone up yet, but he's been announced apparently. I 

gather he'll be an assistant Attorney General. What 

I was thinking is maybe to preserve my counsel role 

with Ervin and Baker that I ought to be present with 

Kleindienst. 

I agree. 

And the four of us sit down and talk about executive 

privilege -- we won't get into 

Yeah. 

any of the substance. 

Well, the thing about your being at this, uh, is 

that you can keep Kleindienst, uh, uh -- I'm skeptical 

Plus they, they would appreciate the fact they're dealing 

with me as counsel -- that's another reason I am not, 

That's right. 

you know, when the final wire is drawn --

Well, it's appropriate for the President's counsel 

to be present when the discussions take place. 
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1.1 TRANSCRIP'r OF MARCH 22, 1973 MEETING 

That's right. 

Well, all right. Now let's, let's get down to the ques

tion: How do we warit: to do this? How do we start 

there? 

I would think that possibly Kleindienst, uh, ought to call 

today, uh, and let Ervin and Baker know that he would 

like to meet with them early next week to talk about execu

tive privilege, uh, indicate that I would be present to 

see if we can find 

A formula for 

a formula to resolve --

getting information that they desire. 

That's right. 

It's an unpublicized meeting. 

Unpublicized. 

I think we'd, uh [unintelligible] go ahead. 

[Unintelligible] on top of that. I would say early in 

the week. You better say Monday so you can get them before 

the Committee meets. 

And, naturally cover Watergate first. 

-60-

(167) 



PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

1.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 22, 1973 MEETING 

I don't know how far Ervin's going to go, uh -

Ervin's insistence on letting Dean testify -- whether 

he might. We'd have to draw a line there, wouldn't we 

John? 

I would agree wholeheartedly that you better not go back 

on your final statements on the subject. 

That's right. That's right. 

UNIDENTIFIED: Even if there hadn't been statements --

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

That's right. But the point is, we've got to accept the 

decision of Judge Byrnes [unintelligible] on the bail. 

The other thing to do on the Dean thing is say -- you'd 

simply say, "Now, that's out. Dean has 

report. Here's everything Dean knows." 

Right. 

he makes the 

That's where, that's why the Dean report is critical. 

I think, John, on Monday could say to Ervin if that, uh, 

question comes up, "I, I know the President's mind on this. 

He's adamant about my testifying, as such. At the same time 

he has always indicated that the fruits of my investigation 

will be known." And just leave it at that for the 

moment. 
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One issue that may come up as the hearings go along, if 

it then becomes a focus, is, what did Dean do? Uh, as 

you all know I was over -- all over this thing like a 

wet blanket. I was everywhere -- everywhere they look 

they are going to find Dean. 

Sure. 

Uh --

That's perfectly proper. 

But it, but -- I don't think that's bad. 

I don't know. I was supposed to be. 

You were on it at the first. You were directed by the 

President to get me all the facts. Second, as White House 

Counsel you were on it for the purpose of, of representing 

any people in the Executive Branch who were being questioned 

on it. So you were there for the purpose of getting infor

mation. In other words, that was your job. Correct? 

That's right. 

Then you heard -- But, but the main point is that you can 

certainly tell them that Dean had absolutely no opera-

tional The wonderful thing about your position is, I 

think, as far as they're concerned -- Watergate -- is 
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your position's one of, of truly of counsel. It is never, 

never as an operator. That's the --

You can even -- In the private sessions, then, maybe, 

maybe, volunteer to give them a statement on the, the 

whole question of your recommendation of Liddy which is 

the only possible kind of substantive [unintelligible] that 

you could have and, and in that you can satisfy one of 

those arguments. 

[Unintelligible] 

And that you -- if you wanted to. 

At the, at the President's direction you've never done 

anything, any operational, you were always, always just 

as counsel, always just as counsel. Well, we've got to 

keep you out anyway: the Dean thing. I guess we just 

draw the line, so we give them some of it -- not give 

them all of it. I don't suppose they'd say John -- "No, 

we don't take him in executive session." Would he go up 

in public session? What would your feeling on that be? 

I wouldn't let him go. 

You wouldn't, 

I would not. 
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Why not? You just take the heat of being -- uh, all 

right. How about you wouldn't -- but on the other hand 

you'd let Chapin go. And you'd let Colson go. 

No, he doesn't. 

Because they're former White House people. 

You can't keep them oUlt of all those sessions. Now, I 

want to get back to that [unintelligible] Dean spoke to 

Chapin; on the basis of that Chapin talked to Segretti 

last weekend. 

Well, they can subpoena any of us. There's no doubt about 

that. Uh, they, they, if they don't serve us here because 

they can't get in, they can serve you at home or some

where. They can ultimately find you. 

I'm going to move to Camp David. 

Right. 

By helicopter. 

[Laughter] 

Go ahead. [Unintelligible] 

So, the question is once you're served and you decline, then 
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you've got a contempt situation. Now, I would say that it, 

it, it gets very difficult [sighs] to believe that they'll 

go contempt on people who~ 

Present White House staff. 

Present White House staff. 

They would on Colson. They could do that, could they? 

That would be a good test case for them to go on. Uh, 

the other thing is, though, they could sub--~subpoena 

Colson to come up there and Colson could then say, "Well, 

I, I decline to testify on the basis that I think this 

is a privileged communication, uh, or privileged activi

ties." And again you get a little, a little fuzzier as 

to whether or not you 

I'd rather not answer the question that's asked. 

That's right. 

See my point. 

That's right. There it, then it would get much fuzzier 

as, as to whether or not they cite him for contempt or 

not. 

Suppose the Judge tomorrow, uh, orders the Committee to 
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show, show its evidence to the Grand Jury [unin

telligible] then the Grand Jury reopens the case 

and questions everybody. Does that change the game 

plan? 

[Unintelligible] send them all down. 

What? Before the Committee? 

The President's asked [unintelligible] this. 

Now are you saying --

Suppose the Judge opens -- tells the Grand Jury and 

says, "I, I don't," says, "I want them to call Haldeman, 

Ehrlichman and everybody else they didn't call before." 

What do you say to that? Then do you still go on this 

pattern with the Ervin Committee? The point is, if, if 

a grand jury, uh, decides to go into this thing, uh, what 

do you think on that point? 

I think you'd say, "Based on what I know about this case, 

uh, I can see no reason why I should be concerned about 

what the grand jury process II 

All right. 

That's all. 
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And that would change --

Well, they go in -- do both: Appear before the Grand 

Jury and the Committee? 

Sure. 

You have to bottom your defense, your position on the 

report. 

That's right. 

And the report says, "Nobody was involved," 

That's right. 

and, and you have to stay consistent with that. 

Well, theoretically, I think you will find the Grand 

Jury is not about to get out of the [unintelligible] 

substance. 

Right. 

Thus the danger of a grand jury is they bring indict

ments on the basis of --

Which they've studied. 

Well, there are no rules. 
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The rules of evidence before grand juries are not 

pretty fair at this point. 

That's right. 

Uh, when you have something that's,uh, reasoned 

and controlled --

Yeah. 

You have attorneys --

Yeah. 

[Unintelligible] the rules of the evidence meet. 

[Unintelligible] 

Somebody can get one in the form of a letter. 

[Unintelligible] according to [unintelligible] 

Well, what would happen? Would Silbert be the, be 

the, uh, prosecutor on this? 

Unless the, the Court appointed a special prosecutor, 

which he could do. 

Yeah. So,,we better see tomorrow on that. But, uh, but, 
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the -- So that, if that's the case how do we, uh 

let's move now on the first one. Now who is to 

call, uh, Kleindienst? 

I am to follow through on [unintelligible] 

You going to call him and tell him what? 

I'm going to tell him to call Baker first, and then 

Ervin, and tell them that you would like to meet with 

them on Monday, uh, to discuss and explore a fonnula 

for providing the information they need in a way that 

does not cause a conflict with the President's general 

policies on executive privilege. 

Yet meets, and yet meets their, uh, meets their need 

for information. 

Right. 

Have they requested, they've requested that kind of a 

talk already, haven't they? 

Yes. 

And you'll sit down with Dick, Mr. President? 
·:lO 
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Yeah. Yeah. [Unintelligible] you're going to be 

so busy doing the report there will be no one --

Well, I'll work on that over the weekend, and, and, 

uh, actually it's good because things do slow down 

a little, over the weekend. 

Also write out a thing for Kleindienst so that --

I think you can talk to him. I, I think you can do 

most of the talking. Geit the main Get to thinking 

-- You can do it. Say you have studied the subject. 

You also know what, what, uh, my position is. 

I don't think we ought to read anything in this first 

session but I think we ought to let him know that we 

are thinking about 

Right. 

reaching some sort of --

Say, "Now, what is, uh, -- What would you think here?" 

Well, just stay loose [unintelligible] 

Stay loose. 

I would say, I would say, "Now look, that's what, that's 
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what we're going to do. We'll lay out the thing 

about, uh, with regard to this, we want to, we 

want to see what can be worked out with regard to, 

uh·, uh -- We, we talked about informal sessions. Is 

Ervin's position been he insists on formal sessions? 

Is that his position? 

Well, we don't know. We've never really [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] gotten into that. 

His response to your position -- that's really what 

you've got now --

Yeah. 

Ervin's response to the, to the Nixon position and that 

is, "Written stuff isn't any good, I want the body, you, 

you can't ask paper, you can't ask a piece of paper ques

tions." Okay. Now, what we're saying meets that require

ment --

The written, the written thing was in which? 

That was a, that was a, uh, Ziegler, I believe. 

I think so. 
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I don't know how it came out. It's not in a statement. 

No, but it's a genera l thing. I think 

Yeah. 

it was in your press conference where you said they will 

provide writ ten, uh ·--- I think you said it • 

I may have said it and I don't --

In a press conference. And I think Ervin's response 

was to that. 

Right. 

Your statement if, uh, 

Could have been. 

"These people will be happy to provide, uh, written answers 

to questions, 11 

Yeah. 

"that, uh -- appropriate questions." 

You think -- are you sure it wasn't in the statement, 

the written statement? 

EHRLICHMAN: No. 

HALDEMAN: No. 
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I think, I am sure we 

Right. 

used formal, informal --

It, it came up the first time is when I responded to, 

That, that's right. Exactly. 

to Eastland, I responded to Eastland's invitation 

to 

You said you would furnish written --

Right. 

Furnish written --

I think the -- I think that's where you'll find it. 

And then you -- and then it was repeated after that, uh, that 

we would be happy to supply information and, uh --

I think we've been [unintelligible] 

But, then Ervin responded -- he specifically rejected that 

only on the grounds that you can't ask questions of a piece 

of paper. 

Cross examine. 
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We need to deal with our questions. So we are giving 

him that opportunity. He hasn't said that the processes of 

the Senate require that those questions be answered in 

[unintelligible] 

What is the, what · is the argument that you give, John, to 

people who -- and, uh -- Why executive session rather than 

open session? 

Well, I --

You can't really give 

I think we'll have --

You can't really attack t he Committee's, uh, flamboyance. 

No, you can't . 

So, what do you say? 

I think what I'd do is we 111 talk a little about the 

Constitution, and I'll remind him of the position that he took 

so vocally in the Gravel case, 

That's right. 

where he came out and said that legislative aides cannot be 

called to question for advice they give their Senator or 

Congressman. He just went on at great length and cited 

executive privilege 
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Then he'll say, "This was not advice to the President." 

Go ahead. 

Well, and I'll say, I'll, and I'll say that, tha.t these 

are men who do advise the President. 

And that's, that's the principle involved. 

And we have to draw the line. 

And to have the principle discussed, uh, in open session, 

and so forth, is _the kind of a thing where you've got to, 

you ought to go off to the bench, where the jury doesn't hear 

it, basically. 

Well, I --

I don't think John or Dick should tip their hands in the 

Monday meeting as to an offer to appear in executive session 

and get them on to the executive session wicket. It seems 

to me 

No. No, I agree. 

they, they should only indicate a willingness to listen to, 

uh, ideas as to what would be done 

Yeah. 

and an open-mindedness to try and work something out. 
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Yeah. 

Because if you get to that, that's going to become the 

issue 

Yeah. 

and it seems to me that's an issue we could win publicly 

where we may not be able to win it with the 

I think, I --

How about --

Senate, but you [unintelligible] 

What about expressing the President's concern about the 

protection of his people from a spectacle? 

UNIDENTIFIED: That's fine. 

PRESIDENT: Well, I'm also concerned about his, about frankly, the, uh, 

having, having, uh, mat t ers that really are a subject of 

executive privilege debated publicly, rather That's 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

a matter that ought to be debated privately. 

That's right. 

Uh, other matters, we have no, and, and, and, without, 

and, and, and, and the fact that it's raised does not 

indicate guilt. That's part of his argument on Gravel, 
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too. The fact that it's raised does not indicate guilt. 

That's what we are really talking about here. But having 

it in public session does, uh, indicate that. 

Well, I will work out a complete, uh, negotiating scenario 

and have thought it through before I go up. 

Really all your, your objective in that meeting is simply 

to indicate to them a willingness to discuss. It's not 

That's right. 

to lay out a proposal 

I, 

for them 

I agree. 

to accept or reject. 

I will --

John, as part of that, as part of the scenario, you want 

to hold executive session for the protection of those records. 

Very true. Uh --

There, and it's the record for the future. But that's 

that maybe you can tell Ervin, maybe on a mountaintop, that, 
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that this is perhaps a good way to set up a procedure 

where we could do something in the future, and all. You 

know what I mean? 

Uh huh. 

Where future cases of this sort are involved. "We're, 

we're making a lot of history here, Senator. And, uh -- " 

And the Senator can be a gre a t part of it. 

No, really. We're making a lot of history. And that's it 

we're setting a historic precedent. The President, after 

all, let's point out that the President, uh, how he bitched 

about the Hiss case. Wh:ich :is true, I raised holy hell about 

it. 

Ervin away from his staff --

Huh? 

Ervin away from his staff is not very much, and I think he 

might just give up the store himself right there and lock 

himself in. I, you know, I've dealt with him for a 

number of years, and have seen that happen and have reached 

accord with him on l eg islation. 
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That's another thing, if you don't offer him anything, 

you may get an offer 

That's, 

from him 

that's right. 

you can't accept. He'll ask you [unintelligible] 

That's exactly what he'll do. 

And if he just takes the adamant -- Suppose now he just 

takes the adamant line? Nothing. 

Sits there and says, 

I'll say, 

"I'll think about that." 

"That's all right. " 

You could go back --

"Ibesn' t sound like you' re interested in information, " 

Yeah. 

'~t sounds like you're interasted in, in fighting" 

Yeah. 
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"on principle •. " 

He says, "Look, we are just going to have public sessions. 

It's got to be that or else .. " 

Then, "We've got a law suit Senator and it is going to 

be a long one." 

That's right. 

"How can you, you exped i te your hearings?" 

Yeah. "If you want your hearings" -- and uh, that's the 

other thing. The other poi nt is, would it not be helpful 

to get Baker enlisted somewhat in advance. If that could 

be done by not begging him [unintelligible]. If we-- can 

we put Kleindienst to t hat thing? 

On the second step -- not on the opening. 

Well, even on the opening step the problem that I have here, 

if Baker sits there and just parrots Ervin's adamant thing, 

saying, "Hell no, there can't be anything except the public 

sessions," you have nothing to bargain with. 

But Mr. President you know how these Senators act. Baker 

will lay the whole thing out on the table. 

Yeah, I guess you are right. 
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Including the contempt. They'll be 

Baker, on the other hand -- Kleindienst should at least 

talk to him and say "Look Howard , why don' t you try to 

work something out here?" Why couldn't he say that? 

He could say, ''We're going to try -- we want to work something 

out." "Yeah, but then· 

"Glad to work something out." 

work with us." 

Yeah. 

"Jie're, we're, we're 

"Now, work, work 

questioning how you -- " 

with us, but you can't, you can't be [unintelligible]. 

Right now, Howard, right now, Howard, we•re just going 

for a law suit." Uh --

"Give us a hand and try to open this. up." That's, that's -

Baker would be fine that much ahead of time. 

That's right. 

Be positive this time around. 
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Don't lock yourself in. You hear every, 

Right. 

all -·-

Right. 

so you have another session or so, on it. 

Yeah. The other point is that you be reminded so you 

get to it. Now, just assume, however, it happens so 

[unintelligible] insists that [unintelligible] you just, 

then, then, then it becomes essential then to put the 

Dean report out, it seems to me, and say, and then have 

the law suit. 

We can say that if he really -- I would say, "Well, okay, 

then, why don't we now discuss how we £ram~ the legal issue 

here?" And, uh, and,uh, "Perhaps we can at least agree on 

how to frame the legal issues, so that instead of taking 

three years it will only take a year and a half." 

Get it settled before this Administration leaves [unin

telligible] 

They know that it's -- depending upon who they are going 

after and the circumstances, that they've got a tough 

law suit ahead of them. 
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Uh huh. 

They've got to hire counsel to --

Yeah. 

It's going to cost money to brief it on their side. They 

don't have the government repre-- , you know they don't 

have the Department of Justice to handle their case; they've 

got to bring in special counsel who probably knows nothing 

about executive privilege, has to be educated. Uh, get 

the Library of Congress clanking away at getting all the 

precedents out and the like, and -- We've got all that. 

Of course, uh, it's, it's a major operation for them to 

bring in and they have to 

The other way --

get a resolution of the Senate to do it, uh --

Fortunately, Ervin is a Consitutional expert. 

Yeah. He calls himself --

Self-certified. That's a Constitutional expert --

Well, anyway, 

While you do that --
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the, uh -- Now, uh, we could -- Have you considered any 

other poss--, have you considered the qther, all other 

possibilities you see here, John? You, you're the one 

who is supposed to --

That's right. I think we, 

You know the bodies. 

I think we've had a good go-round on --

You think, you think we want to, want to go this route 

now? And the -- Let it hang out, so to speak? 

Well, it, it isn't really that --

It's a limited hang out. 

It's a limited hang out. 

It's a modified limited hang out. 

Well, it's only the questions of the thing hanging out 

publicly or privately. 

What it's doing, Mr. President, is getting you up 

above and away from it. And that's the most impor

tant thing. 
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Oh, I know. But I suggested that the other day and we 

all came down on, uh, remember we came down on, uh, on 

the negative on it. Now what's changed our mind? 

The lack of alternatives or a body. 

[Laughter] 

We, we went down every alley. [Laughter] Let it go over. 

Well, I feel that at,uh, I feel that this is, that, 

uh, I feel that at the very minimum we've got to have the 

statement and, uh, let's look at it, whatever the hell it 

is. If, uh, if it opens up doors, it opens up doors, 

you know. 

John says he's sorry he sent those burglars in there, 

and that helps a lot. 

That's right. 

You are very welcome, sir. 

[Laughter] 

Just glad the others didn't get caught. 

Yeah, the ones we sent to Muskie and all the rest; Jackson, 

and Hubert, and, uh [unintelligible] 
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I get a little chill ,:;itting over there in that part of 

the table there. 

Yeah [unintelligible). Getting or--, I. I, I, 

Yeah. 

I got to handle my Canadian friend 

Right. 

at the moment. Incidentally, uh, you don't plan to 

have, uh, you weren't planning to have a press briefing 

[ unintelligible] 

We hadn't planned it. It wouldn't hurt, uh --

[Unintelligible] 3:30 with John [unintelligible]. All right. 

He is going to talk to the press tomorrow. 

Yeah, let's let it go. [Unintelligible] 

UNIDENTIFIED: [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT: Suppose you take it, you take care of it now [unintelligible] 

and I won't come over there. I -- you might, if you get 
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him waltzed around, you let me hear --

All right. 

It would be my thought then that I would then break it 

off at 4:30. 

All right. Fine. 

Four o'clock will be the minimum [unintelligible] 

I, I think both of you [unintelligible] 

Yeah, I was thinking that we ought to, uh -- yeah, I under

stand. But, but no, Bob, what time is the -- is my take-off 

scheduled for 4:30 today? 

4:30. 

Yes, sir. 

Well, we won't, we won't rush. George needs to talk, 

[unintelligible] get the chance to. 

[Unintelligible] 

Yeah. 

Three, uh, say fifteen, twenty minutes from now? 

Sure, sure. 

Okay. 
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NOTE: At this point, a portion of the discussion has been deleted. 

MITCHELL: !Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT: Yeah. 

MITCHELL: Believe me, it's a lot of work. 

PRESIDENT: 

UNIDENTIFIED : 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

Oh, great, I may [unintelligible]. Well, let me 

tell you, you've done a hell of a job here. 

[Unintelligible] 

I didn't mean for you. I thought we had a boy here. 

No, you, uh, John, uh, carried a very, very heavy load. 

Uh, both Johns as a matter of fact, but, uh, I was 

going to say, uh, uh, John Dean is, uh [unintelli

gibile] got -- put the fires out, almost got the 

damn thing nailed down till past the election and so 

forth. We all know what it is. Embarrassing God 

damn thing the way it went, and so forth. But, in 

my view, uh, some of it will come out; we will sur

vive it. That's the way it is. That's the way 

you've got to look at it. 

We were within a few miles months ago, but, uh, 

we're --
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The point t.s~ get the God damn thing over with_. 

Thatts right, 

That's the thi_ng to do. That's the other thing that 

I like about this. I'd like to get But you really 

would draw the line on -- But, I know, we can I t r.1ake 

a conplete cave and have the people go up there and 

testify. You would agree on that? 

I agree. 

You agree on that, John? 

If we're in the posture of everything short of 

giving them a public session [unintelligible] and 

the whole deal. You're not hiding anything. 

Yeah. Particularly if, particularly if we have the 

Dean statement. 

And they've been given out. 

• 

And your view about the Dean statement is to give 

that to the Committee and not make it public, however. 

That's correct; I think that's --
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And say it's, uh_ -.,-

Give it to the Committee for the purpose --

-- the purpose of their investigatior. 

[Unintelligible] to limit the number of witnesses 

Yeah. 

which are called up there, instead of a buck~shot 

operation, 

And say here, and also say, "This may help you in your 

" investigation. 

Right. 

"This is everything we know, Mr. Senator." That's what 

I was preparing to say. "This is everything we know; 

I know nothing more. This is the whole purpose, and 

that's that. If you need any further information, my, 

our counsel will furnish it, uh, that is not in here." 

It'd be tempting to -- tr'But this is all we kriow. 

Now, in addition to that, you are welcome to have, have 

people, but you've got to have" -- I think that the 

best way to have it is in executive session, but 
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incidentally, you say executive session for those 

out of government as well as in? 

That's right. 

Chapin and Colson should be called in. 

[Unintelligible] 

I would think so. 

Sure. Because you have the same problem. 

You see we ask -- but your point-~ we ask for, uh, 

the privilege, and at least, you know, we, we, our 

statement said it applies to former as well as present 

[unintelligible] 

?,;ow, our statement - - you leave a lot of flexibilit y 

that you normally -- for one thing, taking the chance 

appearing, and uh, however, informal relationships 

will always be worked out [unintelligible] 

Informal relations. 

That's right. 

You have the same basis --
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Well, it might. When I say that, that, that --

the written interrogatory thing is not as clear 

[unintelligible] maybe Ervin is making it that way, but 

I think that's based on what maybe, uh, we said that 

the -- I don't think I said we would only write, in, 

in the press conference, written interrogatories. 

That's right. I don't think --

I didn't say that at all. 

Ervin just jumped to that conclusion as a result of my 

letter to, uh --

I think that's what it was. 

I think that's what's happened. 

~ot that your letter was wrong -- it was right. But, uh, 

the whole written interrogatory, we didn't discuss other 

possibilities. 

With respect to your ex-employees, you have the same 

problem of getting into areas of privileged communica

tions. You certainly can make a good case for keeping 

them in executive session. 
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That's right. 

[Unintelligible] 

And, and in this sense the precedent for working -- you 

can do it in cases in the future, which [unintelligible] 

executive session, and then the privilege can be raised 

without having, uh, on a legal basis, without having the 

guilt by the Fifth Amendment, not like pleading the Fifth 

Amendment --

Right. 

the implication always being raised. 

[Unintelligible] and self-protection in that view? 

What? Yeah. 

[Unintelligible] Fifth Amendment. 

That's right. That's what we're going to do here. 

Those -- boy, this thing has to be turned around. 

Got to get you off the lid. 

Right 

All right. 

All right, fine, Chuck. 

Good to· see you. 

How long were you in Florida? Just, uh --
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I was down there overnight. I was four hours on the 

witness stand testifying for the government in these, 

uh, racket cases involving wiretapping. The God 

damn fool Judge down there let them go all over the 

lot and ask me any questions that they wanted to. Just 

ridiculous. You know, this had, all has to do with 

the discretionary act of signing a piece of paper 

that rtm authorized by the statute. There were twenty

seven hood lawyers that questioned me. 

You know, uh, the, uh, you, you can say when I [unin

telligible] I was going to say that the, uh -- [Picks 

up phone] Can you get me Prime Minister Trudeau in 

Canada, please. [Hangs up] I was going to say that 

Dean has really been, uh, something on this. 

That he has, Mr. President, no question about it, he's 

a very --

Son-of-a-bitching tough thing. 

You've got a very solid guy that's handled some tough 

things. And, I also want to say these lawyers that you 

have think very highly of him. 1 know that John 

spends his time with certain ones --
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Dean? Discipline is very high, 

Parkinson, O'Brien. 

Yes, Dean says it's great. Well, you know I feel for 

all the people, you know, I mean everybody that's in

volved. Hell, is all we're doing is their best to 

[unintelligible] and so forth, [Unintelligible], That's, 

that's why I can't let you go, go down. John? 

It's all right, Come in. 

Uh -

Did you find out anything? 

I was, I went over to Ziegler's office. They have an 

office over there. Paul O'Brien'll be down here in a 

little while to see you. I'm going over to Ziegler's 

office and finish this up now. 

Are you coming back? 

Yes, I'll come back over here then. 

Okay. 

Yeah. Well, when you come back -- he can, uh, is that 

office open for John now? 
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Yes. 

Then he can go over there as soon [unintelligible] this, But, 

uh, the, uh, the one thing I don't want to do is to --

Now let me make this clear. I, I, I thought it was, uh, 

very, uh, very cruel thing as it turned out -- although 

at the time I had to tell [unintelligible] -- what 

happened to Adams. I don't want it to happen with 

Watergate -- thei Watergate matter, I think he made a, 

made a mistake, but he shouldn't have been sacked, he 

shouldn't have been And, uh, for that reason, I am 

perfectly willing to -- I don't give a shit what 

happens. I want you all to stonewall it, let them 

plead the Fifth Amendment, cover-up or anything else, 

if it'll save it-~ save the plan. That's the whole 

point. On the other hand, uh, uh, I would prefer, as 

I said to you, that you do it the other way. And I 

would particularly prefer to do it that other way if 

it's going to come out that way anyway. And that my 

view, that, uh, with the number of jackass people that 

they've got that they can call, they're going to -- The 

story they get out through leaks, charges, and so forth, 

and innuendos, will be a hell of a lot worse than the 

story they're going to get out by just letting it 

out there. 
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Well 

I don't know. But that's, uh, you know, up to this point, 

the whole theory has been containment, as you know, John. 

Yeah. 

And now, now we're shifting. As far as I'm concerned, 

actually from a personal standpoint, if you weren't 

making a personal sacrifice -- it's unfair -- Haldeman 

and Dean. That's what Eisenhower 

cared about. He only cared about 

that I s all he 

Christ, "Be sure 

he was clean." Both in the fund thing and the Adams 

thing. But I don't look at it that way. And I just 

That's the thing I am really concerned with. We're 

going to protect our people, if we can. 

Well, the important thing is to get you up above it for 

this first operation. And then to see where the chips fall 

and, uh, and, uh, get through this Grand Jury thing up here. 

Uh, then the Committee is another question. [Telephone rings] 

What we ought to have is a reading as to what is [telephone 

rings] coming out of this Committee and we, if we handle the 

cards as it progresses. [Telephone rings] 

Yeah. But anyway, we'll go on. And, uh, I think in order 

-- it'll probably turn just as well, getting them in the 

position of, even though it hurts for a little while. 
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Yeah. 

You know what I mean. People say, ''Well, the President's 

[unintelligible]," and so forth. Nothing is lasting. You 

know people get so disturbed about [unintelligible]. Now, 

when we do move [unintelligible] we can move, in a, in a, 

in a, in the proper way. 

If you can do it in a ·controlled way it would help and 

good, but, but, but the other thing you have to remember 

is that this stuff is going to come out of that Committee, 

whether 

That's right. 

And it's going to come out no matter what. 

As if, as if I, and then it looks like I tried to keep 

it from coming out. 

That's why it's important that that statement go up to 

the Committee. 

[Picks up phone] Hello. I don't want to talk. Sure. 

[Hangs up] Christ. Sure, we'll 

It's like these Gray, Gray hearings. They had it five 

days running that the files were turned over to John 

Dean, just five days running -- the same story. 
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Same story. 

Right, 

The files should have been turned over. 

Just should have, should have demanded them. You should 

have demanded all of them. 

[Unintelligible] what the hell was he doing 

as counsel to the President without getting them? He 

was -- I told him to conduct an investigation, and 

he did. 

I know. 

Well, it's like everything else. 

Anything else for us to --

Get on that other thing. If Baker can -- Baker is not 

proving much of a reed up to this point. He's smart 

enough. 

Howard is smart enough, but, uh, we've got to carry 

him. Uh, I think he has and I've been puzzling over 

a way to have a liaison with him and, and, uh --
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He won't talk on the phone with anybody according to 

Kleindienst. He thinks his phone is tapped. 

He does? 

Who's tapping his phone? 

I don't know. 

~o would he think, who would he think would tap his 

phone? I guess maybe that we would. 

I don't doubt that. 

He must think that Ervin --

Maybe. 

Or, or a newspaper. 

Newspaper, or, or the Democratic Party, or somebody. 

There's got to be somebody to liaison with . Kleindienst 

to get in a position where It's all right from fore-

knowledge through Kleindienst. 
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You really wonder if you take Wally Johnson and, uh -

He's a pretty good boy, isn't he? 

Yeah. [Unintelligible] 

You might, you might throw that out to Dean. Dean says 

he doesn't want to be in such a, such a public position. 

He talked to the Attorney General [unintelligible] Wally 

Johnson. And he said that --

Well, he will be in the Department, 

Yeah. 

talking to the Department. 

[Unintelligible] Mansfield's down there -- · 

Everything else under control? 

Yeah, we're all doing fine. I think, though, that 

as long as, uh, everyone and so forth is a, uh -

[unintelligible] still [unintelligible] 

All of Washington -- the public interest in this thing, 

you know. 

Isn't Nash, [unintelligible] Earl Nash 

worries the shit out of us here in regard, regarding 

[unintelligible] 
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Just in time. 

But the point is that, uh, I don't -- There's no need 

for him to testify. I have nothing but intuition, but 

hell, I don't know. I, but -- Again you really have 

to protect the Presidency, too. That's the point. 

Well this does no violence~ the Presidency at all, 

this concept --

The whole scenario. 

Yeah. 

No, it, uh, uh, d--, that's what I mean. 

this scenario is to clean the Presidency. 

The purpose of 

[Unintelligible] 

what they say "All right. Here's the report, we're going 

to cooperate with the Committee," and so forth and so 

on. The main thing is to answer [unintelligible] and that 

should be a God damned satisfactory answer, John. 

It should be. 

Shouldn't it. 

It answers all of their complaints they've had to date. 

That's right. They get cross-examination. 
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Right. They get everything but the public spectacle. 

Public spectacle. And the reason we don't have that 

is because you have to argue 

They have to argue and --

on a legal and you don't want them to be, uh, 

used as a, uh, uh, for unfairly, to, to have 

somebody charged. 

It's our fault that you have somebody charged with not 

answering the Committee's questions [unintelligible] to 

John, make-sure you put it in, make sure that you put 

it again in the argument, the clean record, and that's 

the reason why you have an executive session. Because 

the record that comes out of it is clean. But, uh, 

in areas of dispute --

I'd rather think, though, that all of their yakking 

about this, uh, we often said, John -- we've got 

problems. 

[Unintelligible J 

Might cost them [unintelligible]. Think of their 

problems. They, those bastards are really -

they're just really something. Where is their 

leadership? 
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They don't have any leadership, and they're leaping 

on every new issue. 

NOTE: At this point a portion of the discussion 
has been deleted. 
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2. On March 22, 1973, during the meeting specified in the preceding 

paragraph, the President telephoned Attorney General Kleindienst and 

spoke to him from 2:19 to 2:26 p.m. According to the White House log 

of meetings and conversations between the President and the Attorney 

General, except for the President's cabinet meeting on March 9, the 

last previous meeting or conversation between the President and Attorney 

General Kleindienst occurred on March 1, 1973. The President directed 

Kleindienst to be the Administration's contact with Senator Howard 

Baker in connection with the hearings to be conducted by the Senate 

Select Committee. He asked Kleindienst to give Senator Baker "guidance," 

to be "our Baker handholder," to "babysit him, starting in like, like 

ten minutes." 

2.1 Tape recording of meeting among the President, 
John Mitchell, H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman 
and John Dean, March 22, 1973, 1:57 - 3:43 p.m., 
and House Judiciary Committee transcript there-
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2.2 Meetings and conversations between the President 
and Richard Kleindienst, March 22, 1973 (received 
from White House) .•••....•••••••••••.....•.......••• 215 
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2.1 TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 22, 19?3 MEETING 

NOTE: SEE TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT 

INQUIRY STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 

OF A RECORDING OF A MEETING AMONG THE PRESIDENT, 

JOHN MITCHELL, H.R. HALDEMAN, JOHN EHRLIC..HMAN 

AND JOHN DEAN ON MARCH 22, 19?3 FROM 1 :5? TO 

3:43 P.M., PAGES 108-211. 
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2. 2 MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND 
RICHARD KLEINDIENST .. MARCH 221 1973 

Richard Kleindienst -3-

February 2, 1973 

February 8, 1973 

AM 8:00 9:51 

February 16, 1973 

AM 9:39 

March 1, 1973 

AM 9:36 
10:52 

March 9, 1973 

AM 10:14 

9:44 

10:56 

12:09PM 

f:rarch ~2, 1973 

~ 2:19 2:26 

March 23, 1973 

PM 4:42 
4:59 5:12 

February 23, 1973 

AM 10 :08 10:52 

ii,:\ '.,1; j 
(.f~f.?~I 
\iii ~j 

Swearing-In Ceremony £or Cabinet and 
Subcabinet - - Kleindienst attended 

Breakfast Meeting with Members of the 
Cabinet - - Kleindienst attended 

Cabinet Meeting - - Kleindienst attended 

President received local call from Kleindienst 
President placed local call to Kleindienst 

Cabinet Meeting -- Kleindienst attended 

President placed local call to Kleindienst 

President placed long distance call to Kleindienst 
President received Jong distance call from_ 

Kleindienst 

President met with Kleindienst 
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3. On the morning of March 23, 1973 Judge John Sirica read in open 

court a letter that James McCord had written on March 19, 1973. The 

letter alleged in part that political pressure to plead guilty and 

remain silent had been applied to the defendants in the Watergate trial; 

that perjury had occurred during the trial; and that others involved in 

the Watergate operation were not identified when they could have been 

by those testifying. At this time, Judge Sirica deferred final sentenc

ing of all defendants except Gordon Liddy. Judge Sirica stated that in 

imposing sentence he would weigh as a factor the defendants' cooperation 

with the ongoing Watergate investigations. 

Page 

3.1 United States v. Liddy docket, March 23, 1973, 
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3, l UNITED STATES v. LIDDY DOCKET, MARCH 23, 1973, 28-29 

CRIMINAL DOCKET 

~luitdt fotatcs pishid Qiunrt for tl1c .:!)is trid uf (!folmnhiu 
. GEORGE GORDON LIDDY, et al 1.827-72 . 28 Umted States vs. --------- ---- ------------------------- -- ------------ ...... Cr. No. ··---- ---·-···- -·-·-··-------·-··- Supplemental Page No. ________ _ 

DATll PROCEEDINGS 

:~973Mai 12 #1, et al: NOTICE setting Frid a y, March 23, 1973, at 10:00 a.rn., as i ~. =----+--tt--- .;.;..__:_ __ _ __ _ 
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P R O C .E E D I N G S 

(Defendants present in court.) 

THE COL"RT: Good r:.orning. 

I h,'.:'lve a prelimin~ry matter lYhich we will consider 

before argtL-nr:;nts on the motions and sentencing. 

'£he def end ant Hr. He Cord sent a letter to me last 

Tuesday, lfarch 20th, by way of a probation officer. In the 

clerks and the 

I 
presence. of the probation officer, my two la» 

court reporter I opened the envelope and read 

the two enclosur.::s it contained. The letters 

into the record f 

and the transcriott 
4 t 

were then sea1ed until further order of the Court. I have con-

sidercd this communication frcm Hr. McCord as a supple:nent to 

the presente:.:ice report in his case. I am now orderlng unsealed 

those l~tter.s and the transc,.ipt of proceedings of March 20, 19,t3 
I 

i 
will be f i.led in the recol:'d. The t,:~o letters are brief anq 

. I wi:l read then now· for. the benefit of counsel before we procet 

further. Let me have the letter. l 

(The clerk unsealed the envelooe and handed 
-the contents to the Court.) 

I 

i 
I 

The firnt one I shall read is a copy of a letter date 1 
March 19, addressed to Hr., Walter Rugaber of the New York Times,!• 

Washington: D cc.: 

"Dear Hr. Rugnbcr: 

"The Ne\J York Times issue of l-{arcl1. 19, 1973, I 
page 30 carries .:i story r2lcitiv~ to c::c. alle~eC:: stro1:1g..:.arn ( 
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act;ivities attributed to Hr. Bernard Barker and associates 

by one Reinaldo Pico. In the article by juxtaposition 

my name is mentioned in connection with such activities. 

11As I have telephonicully advised your office after 

seeing the article I have no knowledge of or connection 

with any such strong-ann activities referred to in.the 

article. ·Neither have I ever met Hr. Pico to my know1.edge. 
' 

"You made no effort to contact my attorneys or me 

prior to publication of the article which I regret since 

we could have stated for publication what l just said abov

·very truly yours, 

James W. McCord, Jr." 

·rhe other letter dated March 19 on the letterhead of 

· James W. McCord, Jr., 7 Winder Court, Rockville, Maryland, 

addressed to Judge Sirica states: 

~'Certain questions have been posed to me frau your 

t 
honor through the probation of~icer., dealing with details ,·. 

of the case, motivations., intent a_nd mitigating circum-

stances. 

"In endeavoring to respond to these questions, I am 

. whipsawed in a variety of legalities. First, I may be 

called before a Senat~ Cwmittee invcstigatin~ this 

matter. Secondly, I may be involved ln a civil suit; 

I, and thirdly there m2y be a new trial at so-:r.e future da:~e. 
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'~ourthl y , t he p= ob ~ti cn of f icer cay be called before the 

Scn.:;tc Ccr..,·'.1ittc-:) to pr0sent tcstjmony re:;arding t·1hat may 

and Jud3e, c1s I und crs t.:nd it; if I answered certain quest::tc:: 

• , • ·r- • • · • ·b1 h. · I to tee pro~Qt1on ot £ 1ccr, it 1s poss1 e sue answers co~il 

beccrr.e G r.1.::itter of 1·e~ord in the Senate and therefore 

available for use in the other proceedings j~st described. 

My ans ·wers ,-:oulcl, it would sean to roe, to violate my Fifth 

}.mend~ent rights, and possibly my Sixth /mendracnt right 

to counsel c'.:1nd possibly other rights. 

"On the other hand, t
0

0 fail to ans, -1er your qt.test ions 

may appear to be non-cooperation, and I can therefore expe t 

a much more severe sentence. 

"There are further considerations ·which ~re not to bel 
lightly taken. Several members of my family nave expresser 

fea-r: for my life if I disclose knoHlecl~e of the f::ict!:: in . 

this matter, either publicly or to any goverrrnent repre

sentative. Whereas I do not share thei::- concerns to the · 

same degree, nevertheless, I do believe that reta1.iator.:;" 

meaeurcs will '!:>e taken against Irie, 1n.y family, and my 

friends should I ciisclose such facts. Such ~eta1iation 

could destroy careers, inco:ne, and reputations of persons 

who are innocent of any guilt whate\•cr. 

"Be that as it may? in the interests of jus~~ce, m:d i 

in the interests of restarin:; f.:d.th in t!1c cri,.--:i.ir:::il j•.:.:.t~.::J . . I 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Co1111littee staff 

system, w~ich faith has been severely damaged in this case, 

I will state the following to you at this tir.te which I 

hope may be of help to you in meting out justice in this 

case: 

"I. There was political pressure applied to the 

defendants to plead guilty and remain silent. 

5 

"2. Perjury occurred during the trial in matters 

highly material to the very structure, orienta .tion 

and impact of the government's case, and to the 

motivation and intent of the defendants. 

"3. Others involved in the Watergate operation were 

not identified during the trial, when they could 

have been by those testifying. 

"4. The Watergate operation was not a CIA operation. 

The Cubans may have been misled by others into 

believing that it was a CIA operation. I know 

for a fact that it was not. 

"5. Some statements were unfortunately made by a 

witness which.left the Court with the impression 

that he was stating untruths, or withholding 

facts of his knowledge, when in fact only honest 

errors of memory were involved. 

"6. Hy motivations were different than those of the 

others involved, but were not limited to~ or 

simply those offered in my defe~se during the 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciar, Conmittee staff 
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'I 
I 

hope may be of help to ::;ou ;-:::: .. :..;-~ ouL: justice tn this 

case: 

"2. Perjury occurred ,_:,._TL1:~ ~he t1~ial in matters 

highly matc.:ial ~n ;:l>: ·.:,:-r.:y st;:Ucture, oricntati n 

and impact of th:::: :.'..u'·2· .-,·r . .-,~:-it' ,; case, and to the 

motivation and :tll'; :·:·.: ,:·,: the !..i::ofendants. 

"3. Others involved ::_·,, -:<i:: :-:.1::erc ':~e operation -;-;ere 

not identified d (,,:·:].,:[; ;:~, .. , tri 2l 1 when they could 

. "4. The Watergate ope,:.-:t5.o,: , ' ::.s n.ci..: e CL!\ ope:i:ation.1 

· The Cubans may h~\· (': h,::-·.~-, ,n.is1€:d by oth!:!rs into 

believing that it u::·.s .:1 GIA c~cr3t1on. I know 

for a fact that it \Jc::::: ; :.:;t. 

"5. Scxne statements \:c:e ,r.::::,·c tur. .~:t:ely made by a 

witness which left r}:c: :::,:,,,.1:.:-t ~:.:..th the :Lr:i.pressicm 

that he was stat5-n~~ :.:'.:-:.t-.:,.,,.:hs 3 cr withhc"Jldin3 

facts of his knm·:h,·:i;;c, u'."len -i_n fact 01 .. iy hone~t;I 

errors of ner,ory ,·:ere ; r,\•o1.v2 ::. 

, »6,,. My motivations \12,: • .-; ch< :·~cac "i..:l1c.n tI:osc of the 

others involved, bu:.: w-""r(! not 1:.:...-r.itcd to, or: 

simply those off cc::;:.~ i:~ ,.,._. de:.:.::::nsc dm:ing the 
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tric1l. This is no fault of ray attorneys, but 

cf tbe circt:i1stances :.;·.:i.dcr which wci h~d to pre-

pnre F.y oefense. 

"Follcu : c,:; sentence, I would appreciate the oppo::-tunity 

to talk :1ith yo 1.1 priv.:itely in cha:nbers. Since I cannot 

.feel confident in talking with an FBI agent, in testifyi~ 

before e Grand Jury \Jhose U.S. Attorneys work for the · 

Dep.:::rlns:-it of Justice, or in talkin3 ~-iith other govern-

roent representatives, such a discussion with you would be 

of assis~~n~e to me. 

"I have :-.ot discussed the above with my attorneys as a 

matter of protection for them. 

111 give th:i.s statement freely and voluntarily; fully rcali 7 i.r··

that I n.ay be prosecuted for giving a false statEment to 1 -
a Judi

0

cL,:l official, if the statements herein 2re knowingl;i 
I 

untrue. The statements are true and correct to the best I 
of my kno,~ledge and belief. 

James W. McCord, Jr." 

We ~ill take a 20 minute recess a~d I will hear any 

comments fro:n any cttorncys on this. 

(Brief recess taken nt 10: 10 a..m.) 
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in fact as a practical matter made the individual _cooperat.ion ofi ·. 

any one of them impossible. 

Secondly, despite the fact that prior 

four Defendants wished to plead guilty. It_is a 

that theirjjitittorney prevented them from so doing 

to trial these 

matter of recof 

and over their 

objectionproceeded to make an opening statement in which he 

raised a defense for•which there is no basis in law. In fact, 

though these four persons who in effect may be perhaps followin 

orders retained this one attorney. As matters turned out they 

.were his captives in a relative sense, if the Court-please, we 

think though their guilt .is clear their moral cupctbility is of 

a lesser· degree •. 

Thank you. 

THE COURT: All right, let the Defendants be seated. 

~ow with respect to the five Defendants who have -
,e_ntered guilty pleas, that is,. Messrs. Hunt, Barker, .. Mart,inez, 

:Sturgis, _and Gonzalez, the Court finds that it_ r~guir<:?p more 

detailed information before it can make a final· determination 

, ,oj: _ t:Ji~ sentenc~s to be imposed. 

:~he Court will. therefore implement, at this time, 

,:l):r:9visions pf _"ritle 18 U_nited States Code S_ectio_n 1_208_(.b) •. 

That section reads as follows: 

:n~{I~) _ If the Court desires more detail information 
.. 

a.s_ a _basis for deterµiining the sent::eric:e :to _be impose 

tllE!_ Cq~;i::.t: may. contl!U t the Defendant t;.o the custody 
·--· .----._ .. ~-*·-·---_ .. .:.-. ____ ;··--- ... · ·- ,_ _;__ .;._;: ........ -._ -.~-----~ .. ,._,:.-.. ~,--··· 
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of the Attorney General, which corrunitment · shall be 

deemed to be for the maximum sentence of imprisonment 1 

prescribed by law, for a study as described . in sub

section {c) hereof. The results of such study, 

together with any recommendations which the Director 

of the Bureau of Prisons believes would be helpful in 

determining the disposition of the case, shall be 

furnished to the Court within three months unless the 

Court grants time, not to exceed an additional three 

months, for further study. After receiving such 

reports and recommendations, the Court may i:n its 

discre .tion: (1) Place the prisoner on probation as r 
authorized by Section 3651 of this Tit.le, or (2) affi):m 

I 
the sentence of imprisonment, and commit the offender! . 

under any applicable pro .vision of law. The tern of l 
the sentence shall run from dc1:te of original· · conuni t-1 

ment under this section." 

Now the effect of the Court's ruling then is this: 

First, each of you five Defendants now before me are 

provisionally cormnitted for the maximum sentence of imprison

ment prescribed by law for your offenses. 

Second, a study will be conducted under the direction: 

of the Bureau .. of Prisons. Within three months, the Court will 

be furnished with the results of this study together with any 

recommendations made by the Directorof the .Bureau of Prisons. 
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i ; 

Should more than three months be require¢!, · the Court 

grant time for further study up to 

Third, once the studies with 

an additional three months. 
. I 

respect to each Defendant! 

con,pleted and the Court has analyzed :the information con-

iitained therein, the Court will make a final disposition of your 
n 
" ii cases. 
ii 
!l The Court will have basically three alternatives: 
1t 
)\ (l) 'I'o affirm the sentence of imprisonment originally ·imposed, 
i! 

/luiat is, the maximum sentence; 
ll 

(2) to reduce the sentence of 
' ji ' 
· n i mprisonment as the Court deems appropriate; or, p) to place 

I ( 
! ; 
Ii 
If t 1ie Dc:i':endant on probation. 
i i 
jj 

II 
11 In e,ny case, the terms of sentence will begin to run 
II 
Ii ••r-a, - ~-he date of original commitment. re« c, 

Now the fact that I am submitting the matter for 

II £«ether study does not mean that I have given little or no 

I ti-io ught to a sentencing decision. The Court has alrca.dy given· 

,~ great deal of consideration to sentencing in each of your 

! ca.ses. I have carefully studied the presentence reports and 

• i the trial transcripts. 

Among other things, I have taken into consideration, 

and will keep in mind, the fact that each of you voluntarily 

entered pleas of guilty. 

On the other side of the scale is the fact that none 

of yoti have been willing to give the Government or other 

appropriate authorities any substantial help in t:r:ying this 
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t 
case or in inv~stigating the activities which were th _e subj~ct 

of this case. 

I think, under the case law, the Court is enti_tled to 

!consider this fact in determining s entences. 

For the record, I will cite t wo cases which discuss 

this aspect of sentencing: United States v. Swe.ig, 454 

181 {2nd Circuit 197~), and Uni ted States v. Vermeulen, 

(2nd Circuit 1970) certiorari denied 402 U.S. 91:l., 

Court. 

· I believe I may .also properly suggest to 

the interval between now and when the Bureau cf Prisons 

are completed you give serious cons _id e ration to ·1endi11g your > · 

full-cooperation to investigating authorities. · 

Now I, want to speak plainly about this ma.tter. You 

will no doubt be given an opportunity to provide information 

to the Grand Ju1.y which has been,. and still is, investigating 
· select 

the Watergate affair and to the Senate/ · Committee on Presiden ial : 

Campaign Activities. 

I si11cerely hope that each of you will take full 

advantage of any such opportunity. My sentiments in this regar 

are identical to those expressed on February 28th ·.of thi~ year 

by Judge Warren J. Ferguson; a United States District Jud~~ in 

Los Angeles, California and a man for whom I have the highest 

admiration. Judge Ferguson has before him a matter which is, 

in many respects, analogous to this case. That proceeding grew 

(229) 
35-904 0 - 74 - pt, 1 - 16 



3.2 UNITED STATES v. LIDDY TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS, MARCH 23, 1973, 
2-6 33-40 

37 

out of cert;:i.in ·unlawful transactions revealed a few years·ago 

involving a one-time sergeant major of the Army. This man and . 

otl'!ers pleaded guilt 'y before Judge Ferguson on the 28th to an 

information char~ing them with fraud and corruption in the 

operation of the United States military clubs in parts of Europ, 

Viet Nam and the United States. At the time of the plea, 

Judge Ferguson made a statement which I am going to read now. 

He. has stated the matter exceptionally well. I quote: 

"There are various sentencing philosophies: .To deter 

· other people from committing crime, to deter the 

defendant himself from committing other ·crimes agains · 

the Government, to rehabilitate people and all of the 

other various philosophical reasons why judges senten1e ·· 

peop ·le. . . 

. "In this c·ase, for various reasons which are not 

necessary for the Court to express from the bench, 

I am more concerned that the activities to which you 

; ·· have pled guilty will not occur in the future by any I 
I other sergeant of the Army, sergeant major of · the Armv, · 

· any master sergeant of the Ariny, or any staff 

of the Army or anybody else in the military system 

and I don't know whether or not the . three of you are 

isolated incidents of the things to which you have 

pled guilty and whether or not it is the system which 

permitted this activity to take place. 
. ..., ?l'I . 
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"The things we say here~ if I can paraphrase a great 

President, will not be long remembered. You and I ar1 

individuals and life is pretty slender and what I do 

to you basically is not going to affect other sergean 

majors in the Army and another war that comes .along 

. in our future, and they will come. But I want to do 

al1 I can to insure that in future wars or future 

mi1itary operations that the system, the system itsel, 

prohibits the conduct to which you have .entered your 

. guilty pleas. Because if that is accomplished, then 

. there has been . a benefit to the Government, really. 

· "I don't think the -Government wants a pound 

out of you. That is very little . benefit to th~ 

Gov~rnment. That is very little benefit to society • 

. That is very little benefit to anybody except an- . ·: , .. 

expression that society does not approve _of th_e · . I -
things you ·have entered your guilty pleas to. But ·1

1

·· 

you will pass on _and there will be other people taki g 

your place and ·wooldridge will be ·fo~gotten about anJ 

Higdon will be forgotte ·n about and nobody will 

remember Bass as individuals. There will be a . flurr 

of publicity as a result of · your guilty pleas, 

. naturally, but in a week or so -it will be · forgotten . 

··· · about. 

· .. "But you see, I don• t want it forgotten. So I have . 
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tol.d your attorneys that the sentence that I will 

impose upon you -- and I am making no promise of 

leniencies; I want that clearly and positively under-

stood; I am making no promise of ·leniency_.;.. but the · 

sentence I will impose will depend primarily on whethJr 

or not you cooperate with the permanent subcommittee 

on investigation of the United States Senate ·and if 

you are askeq. to testify and give evidence l:>efore_thay 

· permanent subcorrunittee and if you testify .openly ~nd 

ccm.pl.etely, regardless o-f. what the implications are 

to yourself or · to anyone else or to the sys .tern so tha 

the .branch of the Government which ca _n ·take correcti ;vr 

' action of the system is able to take action on the - -

.system so that this activity simply does not occur 

again, then I will take that into consideration 

be -cause r want to see something beneficial to the 

Government come out o_f these proceedings. 

"·Now, I don't know what the subcom.'lli ttee will do 

I'fu'ily expect you to _ cooperate absolutely, ~ornpl~tel 

and -entirely with whoever from that subconunittee, 

whether it is a Senator or whether it is a se ~;f 

investigator. Whoever it is who interrogates you, 

'you will openly and honestly testify." 

Now · _I believe that the liatergate affair, 

~ubject · of ,.this trial, should not be forgotten. 
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can and should .corr,e from a revelation of sinister 

ever and wherever such conduct exists. 

/40 
I·· 
-( 

benefit that can come from th:is prosecution -will 

lfllpact as a spur -to corrective action so that the 

.activities revealed by the evidence at trial will 

our nation. 

yor these ,J:'easons I recommend your 

the . Grand Jury and the Senate Select Committee. 

understand that I hold out no promises or hopes 

this matter but I do say that should you 

I would have to w~igh that factor in 

will be finally imposed in this case. 

will of course be considered but I 

is one over which you have control 

five of you. 

In conclusion, the Co~rt's 

thorough acquaintance with the . character 

be able to 

comports with j\lstice in each 
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4. On the morning of March 23, 1973 members of the press attempted 

to question John Dean regarding Patrick Gray's testimony at his confirma

tion hearings on the previous day that Dean "probably lied" when he told 

FBI agents on June 22, 1972 that he did not know whether Howard Hunt had 

a White House office. Later in the morning of March 23 Dean was informed 

by Paul O'Brien, an attorney for CRP, that a letter from James McCord to 

Judge Sirica had been read in open court. Dean has testified that he 

then telephoned Ehrlichman to inform him of McCord's letter and that 

Ehrlichman stated he had already received a copy. In the early after

noon of March 23 the President telephoned Dean from Key Biscayne. Dean 

has testified that the President told him, "Well, John, you were right 

in your prediction." Dean has testified that the President suggested 

that Dean and his wife go to Camp David and get some relaxation, and 

that Dean analyze the situation and report back to him. 
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Se!lat-0r Ba.kerJs 3taff was very desirous of a meeting to get guidanee~ 
It was at tris point that the President called the Attornev fu.neral 
and told him that he should get up to me~t with Sena.t01: Baker as 
soon as possible and get some of these pro~lems regarding executive 
privilege and the.tµrning of documents over resoh-ed with the com'-, 
rnittee immediat.ely: After the conversation with the ~.\ttorney General, 
there was a continued discussion of how to deal with the Ervin C!:CF 

mittee. I asked the President to excuse me from. the meeting, for>&. 
moment because I was ,working with Ziegler on a. response to a s~ate
ment that Gray had made. The President asked me ,what that was, 
about and I then explained to him about Gray's statement. I told him 
what Gray had said and I also told him ,what the facts were. He ex, 
cused me to use the telephone in his office and said that I should get 
that resolved as quickly as possible. 

When I returned to the conversation with the·President, )fitchell, 
Haldeman, and Ehrlichman, they were still talking about dealing with· 
the Ervin committee. The President told me that the White House · 
should start directly dealing with the committee and that I should go 
up and commence discussions with Senator Ervin as to the parameters. 
of executive privilege. . . 

I told the I-resident that I did not think this would be wise because 
I was very muchthe party in issue with reiard to the Judiciary Com
mittee hearings and that it would be unwise for me to go to the Hill 
and ne~otiate my own situation. The President agreed and Ehrlich
man said that he would ·commence discussions. 

The meeting was almost exclusively on the subject of how the White 
House should posture itseH vis-a-vis the Ervin committee hearings. 
There was absolutely no indication of any changed attitude and it was 
like one of many, many meetings I had been in before, in which the 
fa.lk was of strategies for dealing with the hearings rather than any 
effort to get the truth out as to what had happened both before June 
17 and after June 17. . . 

Following this meetin~ with the President, it was_apparent to me 
that I had failed in turnmg 'the President around on this subject, but 
Ehrlichman and Haldeman ~n taking over with regard to deal
ing with a new problem, which had become John Dean, as they were 
aware of the fact that I was very unhappy about the situation. 

TRIP TO CAMP DAVID . 

Friday mominp:, March 23, my house was surrounded iby camera. 
as a result of Grav's statement. the day before. that I had 

probably lied." Accordinglv, I decided to wait li~til the camera c .. ·;.;~vs
departed before ~oing to the office. It was midmornin!! when Paul 
0 1Brien called to tell me about Judge Sirica's reading- )IcConrs letter 
in open court. O'Brien gave me the high points of the letter as they 
had been reported to him by someone from the courthouse. He also 
told me that McCord had onlv hearsav knowledge. I then called 
Eh rlichman to tell him about it. He said he had a copy of the letter and 
read it to me. I asked 11im how he received a copy so quickly 

He responded: "I't just came floatin~ into m:v office. '1 He asked me
what I thonght about it and I t.Jd him T was nc·• ~urprised at all 
and repeated to him what ffBrien had told me that )foCord pmhabh
had only hearsay knowledge. He asked me if I was in my office and 
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I informed him that I was a. prisoner of the press and would be in 
shortly. 

After my conversation with Ehrlichman, the President called, Re
ferring to our meeting on )farch 21 and ::\kCord·s letter, he s;1id: 
"Well, ,John, you were right in your peediction." He then suggested 
I go up to Camp ·David and analyze the situation. He did not instruct 
me to write a report, rather he said to go to Camp Da.vid. "take your 
wife: and get some relaxation." He then alluded to the fact that I had 
been under--

Senator ERvn.. I will have to depart because I have less than 5 
minutes t~ get over there. This is good training for running in the 
Olympics. 

[Recess.] 
Senator BAKER. Mr. Dean, we are not trying to hurry along but I 

stayed on the floor of the Senate until this rollca.11 began because in 
the last short rollcall rnte Senator Weicker and I missed the Yote and 
one or two others did, and so we are going to interchange in the interest 
of time. If you do not mind you might continue now. · 

·Mr. DEA:N'. Thank you, Senator. 
He then alluded to the fact that I had been under some rather intense 

pressure lately, hut he had been through this all his life and you 
cannot let it get to you. He said that he was able to do his best thinking 
at Camp David, and I should get some rest and then assess where we 
are and where we go from here and report back to him. I told him 
I would go. · 

:My wife and I arrived at Camp David in the midafternoon. As we 
entered the cabin in which we were staying, the phone was ringing. 
The operator said it was the President calling but Haldeman came on 
the phone. Haldeman said that while I was there I i:ihould spend some 
time writing a report on everything I knew r,bont the ,vater~ate. I 
said I would do so. I asked him if it was for internal use or public use. 

- .... H.e ... said that would be decided later. 
spent the rest of the day and the n~xt <lay thinking about this 

entire matter. I reached the conclusion, based on earlier conversations 
I had with Ehrlichman, that he would never admit to his involvement 
in the coverup. I did not know about Haldeman, but I assumed that 
he would not because he would believe it a higher duty to protect the 
President . The more I thoui:rht about it the more I realized that I 
should step forward because there was no way the situation was going 
to get better-rather. it could only get worse. lf y most difficult prob .. 
lem was how I could end this mess without mortally wounding the 
President. I had no answer, because I felt once I cami>. forward the 
matter would be for the American people to decide. nn<l not for me to 
decide. I finally concluded that I would have to think of some way for 
the President to get out in front of the matter , despite what happened 
to evervbodv else. · -

I called l\fr. :Moore and talked with him about it. ·we talked about 
a Presidential snei>ch. when~ the President wo11lcl rNi.lh· lav the facts 
out; we talked about immunit:v for everyone involved: we talked about 
a special Warren-tvpe commission that woukl nut the facts ont; we 
talked about some h·alf measnres that might sittisfy the puhl ic interest: 
but we both realized that nothing Jess than the truth wonlcl ~ell. As I 
mentioned earlier 1 :Moore and I had talked ,lbont some of these <'On-
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Senator Bnm. The 11ext d,ty )fr. D <!Hll rn iled you at 10 :~j a.m.: re
garding ieaks co11cerni11g material delin. :rccl to the FBI. ,Yhat particu
lu r leak and \\·hat specific materia 1 did he ha,·e in rnind? 

1Ir. G1:AY. He was calling me then ahont tbo.~e rumors that were 
continuing, as he pnt it, to the effect. that the FBI was dragging its 
feet in this inve stigation and that a gun had heen found in Mr. Hunt:s 
effects. This was the subject of that call, as best as I can recollect it: sir. 

Senator BYno. On the same afternoon at -.i: :35 You called him. You 
state you have no recollect.ion of the substance o·f that call. Could it 
have been with respect to )fr . Hunt's propertics1 

)Ir. Gaw. X o, I do not think it was. I covered that pretty thor
oughly in that morning call. That is why I am sure it isu·t. I have 
tried to remember it. It could have been on leaks. it could have been 
on toll call records, or it could have been on witness interviews, but I 
just don:t know. 

C 
Senator Bn..o. Going back to )fr. Dean, \Yhen he indica~ed. that he 

:rnuld have to check to see 1f Mr. Hunt had :m office m the Old 
Executfre Office Building, he lied to the agents; didn't he? 

)Ir. GRAY. I \\Ould say looking ba ck on it no" and exhaustively 
analyzing the minute details of this investigation, I would have to 
onclude 'that that probably is correct, yes, sir. 

Senator BYRD. Xow, you just conclude that at this point. 
How about on the 27th, the day after--
l\Ir. GRAY. Ko, sir. Xo, sir, there were none of us that discussed it in 

that time frame. 1Ve did not even consider it. '\Ve didn't think about it. 
Senator B1c"l!o. I cannot for the life of me, with all due respect to 

you, imagine how these things would not have occurred to you in the 
face of the chain of events that are on the record. 

:Mr. GRAY. We are looking at it in hinclsi~ht, Senator Byrd. 
Senator BYRD. I am talking about the 2 Ith-looking back on the 

19th and the 22d of June. 
:\Ir. GRAY. I think yon have to place it in the proper perspecti.e as 

'Ye looked at it with a fast moving, fast-paced investigation. with 
events and reports and details coming in. I am saying to you that it 
did not occur to us then. '\Ve "·ere concerned at the time about the 
chain of custody. There is no question about that. 

Senator Rrno. )fr. Gray, hindsight is a very nsefnl ngent. Lefs 
take hindsight for a moment. You indicated .that :\Ir. Dean probably 
lied to the FBI agents as you now look back. yet yesterday you said 
you would continue to send to him raw FBI files if he requested them~ 
,vhy ,vould yon now continue to send raw FBI files to an indi.idnrtl 
who probably li ed, to nse your words, to an FBI agent? 

:\fr. GP.AY. \YP11, Senator Byrd, I think th at you ha,·e got to realize 
once a~ain that I am a Bureau Chief in an executive department of the 
Gorernment. that I han~ to take orders from somebodv, th;lt I do 
~eport to somebody. that I am ju:3t not out th ere in the open. yon know, · 
mdep endent and doing exactly as I plea se, and that man is Counsel 
to the Presi<1Pnt of the United States. 

Senator Bnw. I recognize all this. 
1Ir. Gn.w. I think ,:on know that hi s first clntv-I wonld like. if I 

may, to let th e reconi cl<>arl_v show that I h tn-e festified that his first 
duty was to th e President of tlw 1Tnitrd Statrs in connection ,,ith th~ 
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4. 3 MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND JOHN DEAN, 

MARCH 23 19'13 

lvfo.rch 21, 1973 

AM 10:12 11:55 President met wit\1 Mr. Dean in the Oval Office • 
.!\fr. Haldeinan was also present for at least 
part 0£ the time. 

PM 5:20 6:01 President met withtvfr. Dean in the President's 
EOB office. Also present were: 

Mr. Ziegler (departed at 5:25) 

Mr. Haldeman . C)l~:-3G 
Mr. Ehrlichm~n (5:25-6:01) 1, 0 

Vben. Scow·croft (5:27-6:05) 

March 22, 1973 

PM 1:57 3:43 President met with Mr. Dean in the President's 

March 23, 1973 

EOB Office. Abo pre sent were: 
Mr. Ehrlichrnan (2:00-3:40) 
Mr. Haldeman- (2:01-3:40) 
Mr. Mitchell (2:01-3:43) 

PM 12:44 1:02 President talked· long distance with Mr. Dean. 
(The President initiated the call from Florida 
to Mr. Dean who was iri ··Washington, D. C.) 

3:28 3:44 President talked long di::tance \Vith Mr. Dean. 
(The President initiated the call from Florida 
to Mr. Dean who w~s in Camp David, Md.) 

No contact during the period April 1-14 

April 15, 1973 

PlvI 9 :17 10 :12 President met with 1vlr. Dean in the President's 
EOB Office. 

March 22: Deleted - - (Mr. Dean was scheduled to attend the President's 
staff briefing in the EOB Briefing Room \vhich 
the President attended from 8:44-9:03. Attendance 

was not confirmed on this briefing.) 

i~i"H 
~-i~j t! 
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5. On March 23, 1973 the President telephoned Patrick Gray at 

1:11 p.m. According to the President's logs the last time the President 

had spoken to Gray was on February 16, 1973. Gray has testified that 

he cannot remember the President's precise words, but that the call was 

a "buck up call" -,in which the President told Gray that he knew the 

· beating Gray had taken at his confirmation hearing; that it was very 

unfair; and that there would be another day to get back at their 

enemies. Gray has testified that he remembered distinctly that the 

President said to him, "You will remember, Pat, I told you to conduct 

a thorough and aggressive investigation." Gray also has testified 

that from March 21 on he received no order from the President or anyone 

implementing a Presidential directive to get all the facts with respect 

to the Watergate matter and report them directly to the President. 
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5.1 MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND 
L. PATRICK GRAY, MARCH 23, .1973 

101S38 
MEETINGS AND TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN 

THE PRESIDENT AND L. PATRICK GRAY 
(June 15, 1972 to April 30, 1973) 

July 6, 1972 

AM 8:28 8:33 

November 22, 1972 

AM 10:41 10:42 

February 16, 1973 

AM 9:08 9:38 

March 23, 1973 

PM 1:10 . 1:24 

Apri.t 5, 1973 

PM 3:08 3:18 

April 27, 1973 

AM 11 :00 

President placed long distance call to 
L. Patrick Gray 

President placed long dist_ance call to 
L. Patrick Gray 

President met with L. Patrick Gray 
(Ehrlichman 9:08 - 9:38) 

President placed long distance call to Gray 

President received long distance call from Gray 

President received local call from Gray - -
Larry Higby took call 
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to question at this time to Senator Weicker, in which case Senator 
1Veicker will not be subject, since he is exercising counsel's time, will . 
not be subject to the 10-minute rule. 
· Senator 1VEICKER. Thank you, l\fr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gray, I would like to, if I could, just set the background prior to 
this questioning because of certain comments that ham been made rela
tirn to our relationship, the fact that I look upon you as I do because 
of a longstanding friendship, et cetera. 

Prior to 1969 when I came to 1Vashington, at which time you came 
to sene )fr. Finch -Or with )Ir. Finch, had you and I ever met? 

1Ir. GRAY. No,sir. 
Senator 1VncKER. Have you been in my house or I in yours in a 

social sense aside from the meeting that we had in my home relative to 
this matter here? 

)fr. GRAY. No, sir, I didn't ernn know who you ,,ere. [Laughter.] 
Senator 1VEICKER .. And the positions that you were offered in the 

administration, these weren't positions that I recommended you for 
but rather positions that came about in your relationships with the 
administration, is that correct~ 

:Mr. GRAY. Yes. I didn't e,·en know you, Senator 1Veicker, and I 
made no request of you and the only reason I got into the administra
tion at all was through Bob Finch and I had to labor mightily even 
to get in and come back here and serve my country at a tremendous 
financial sacrifice. • 

Senator 1VEICKER. It is true, however, that since the matter of 
·watergate has arisen and problems associated thereto that you and I 
ham had increasing frequency of contact. 

l\Ir. G1u Y. Yes, Senator "\Yeicker, that is correct. 
Senator 1VEICKER. Now, I would like to read to you, if I might, )fr. 

Gray, a portion of the President's statement of April 30, 1973, specifi
cally that portion which states: 

Until :\farch of this year I remained convinced that the denials were true and 
that the charges of in,ol,ement !Jy mem!Jers of the Vi"hite House staff were false. 
The comments I made duting this l)('riod and the comments made or nir press 
seeretary in my !Jehalf \Yere l>a~ed on the information provided to us at the time 
we made those comments. Howe,er, new information then came to me which 
persuaded me that there wa s a real possibility that some of these charges were 
true, and suggesting further that there had been an effort to conceal the facts 
both from the public, from you, and from me . .-\s a result, on )larch 21 I per
sonally assumed the responsibility for coordinating intensive new inquiries into 
the matter and I personally ordered those conducting the im·estigations to get 
all the facts and to report them directly to me right here in this office. 

My first question to you, in light of the President's statement. of 
April 30, where he states that on :March ~1 he personally assumed the 
responsibility for new inquiries and personally ordered those conduct
ing the i1H"estigations to "get aTI the facts and report them directly to 
me right here in this office." My first question is: Did you ever receive 
after March 21 or from )!arch 21 on a directive from the President 
of the United States relatirn to these 1Yatergate matters, which direc~ 
t~rn inquired of you as to what your im·estigations were producing, 
s1d 

Mr. GRAY. Xo, sir. The President did telephone me on lfarch 23 and 
this was the typical buck-up type of call--
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Senator VYEICKER. May I stop here for 1 minnte, l\fr. (imy? "\Vas the 
FBI investigating-,vere they sti11 inrnl ved in im·estigations of 
1Vatergate in March? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; because it ,vas due to the action that I took-I tried 
to take it in October and I did take it in December to get us into the 
activities that were political in nature, you might say. They involved 
the acti,·ities of l\Ir. Segretti and to the best of my knowledge, infor
mation and belief, and I believe that I have exhibits before this com
mittee which indicate all of what I am saying right now, Senator 
1Veicker, we were at that time still investigating. 

Senator 1VEICKER. And you received from March 21 on-we will get 
to the phone conversation in a minute-no order from the President 
as one who was conducting the innstigation "to get all the facts and to 
report them directly to me," the President, "right here in this office"'? 

Mr. GnAY. I did not, sir, and I received no such order from anybody. 
Senator VVEICKER. All right. 
Now, would you please tell the committee as to what happened in the 

phone call of March 23? 
Mr. GRAY. The March 23 phone call from the President, once again. 

it was a surprise to me. I did not really expect to see it. That followed 
the testimony I had given on l\farch 22 and which in response to a 
9.uestion from Senator Byrd I had said that Mr. Dean had probably 
heel when he was talking with our agents and the way the questi?ns 
were phrased by Senator Byrd there was no other answer I could g1w. 
But the President called me on :\larch 23 a:,d it was in the nature of 
a buck-up call to say, and I cannot remember his precise words. but to 
say I know the beating that you are tak ing up there and it is rnry 
unfair and there will be another day to get back 3.t our enemies and 
there will always be a place for you "in the Nixon administration, and 
I thanked the President and then I remembered distinctly him saying, 
"You will recall, Pat, that I told you to conduct a thorough and aggres
sive investigation," and I remembered that so distinctly because I had 
,the eerie feeling that this was being said to me hut why. and I related 
it immediately ,to the .July 6 telephone conwrsation I had had with the 
President in the previous year. 

Senator 1YEICKER. Now, the July 6 telephone conversation as I recall, 
this one emanated from the west coast. is that correct? 

:\Ir. GRAY. Yes, sir. That is the one that I testified to in my statement. 
Senator ,YEIC'KER. Do you have any understanding as to where the 

March 23 phone call emanated from? · 
l\Ir. GRAY. No, sir, I do not know. I do not know as of this day and 

maybe I do not ln1ow if my telephone logs would show on March 23. 
'\Ve can take a look but I do not know of my own independent recol
lection right now. 

Senator 1VEICKER. But you do recall the nature of the connrsation. 
It was, No. 1, to buck yon UD in relation to your confirmation hearings, 
and having done that, the President turned to you and said, "You will 
remember, Pat-our previous conversation?" 

Mr. GRAY. No: he just said, "Yon will remember, Pat, I told you to 
conduct a thorough and aggressive im·estigntion.'' 

My daily log, which was presented before this committee. for Fr~
day, l\Iarch 23. rn73. shows that at 1 :11 p.m .. on that da.\· "Presi
dent Nixon telephoned and spoke to Mr. Gray.'' That would indicate 
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L to me that tha.t telephone com·ersation was made in "Washington, since 
there is no reference at. all to San Clemente or Key Biscayne and nor
mally the people who kept this log would make such reference:;. 

Senator "\YEICKER. Nmv, l\Ir. Gray, I would like to move along, if we 
can, to the events of April, more specifically those events "hich com
menced with your telling me of the burning of the files in your office on 
April 25. I think that has been gone into in detail. If there is anything 
you want to add, any further question, I am sure they will develop 
that, but I would like to move from April 25 to the afternoon of April 
26 and have you recount to the committee in your' own words what 
transpired in the late afternoon of April 26. 

Mr. GRAY. 1Vell, Senator \Veicker, it was after 6 o'clock in the eve
ning when I was leaving and I believe it to be somewhere between 6 :15 
and 6 :30 and I was dri \·ing out the gate and the police officer there, of 
the GSA security force, Officer Cousin, whom I used to say hello to 
every night as we drove out, exchanging a few pleasantries, said to me 
that :\Ir. Petersen had called and it is urgent and you arc to call him 
right away, and I got out of my car and I walked into the guard booth 
there and I telephoned }Ir. Petersen and )fr. Petersen said that he had 
had a call from the Attorney General, Attorney General Kleindienst, 
and Attorney General Kleindienst wanted to meet with us in his office 
at 7 p.m. Mr. Petersen said he was calling from the golf course and was 
coming in direotly from the golf course and it was about the stories 
and rumors that were on the media circuit that. the files had been 
burned. And I said, fine, I will go back up to my office and wait a 
while, and I asked my driver, Special Agent Thomas )Iote, who is also 
a good friend of mine, to park the car and wait for me, and I went on 
up to the office and at about 7 :15 p.m. I walked m·er to the Attorney 
General's office and I found the main door locked and I walked to 
what we call an alcove door that leads almost directly into his own 
private office and I can remember pulling out my key and the door was 
open. I did not ham to use my key. And I walked right in, walked 
through the conference room, walked into the secretary's area and 
picked up the phone, called Mr. Petersen and told him that I -was here 
in the Attorney General's office and just then the Attorney General 
w·alked in-I could hear his footsteps-and I told :\Ir. Petersen the 
Attorney General walked in, come on up, and I went back immediately 
and the Attorney General said to me the President had called him and 
is concerned about the reports that these files were burned and that we 
had to meet and make some recommmendation to the President. 

By then Mr. Petersen had come·up. \Ve both sat in chairs in front 
of the Attorney GeneraFs desk and I told them that I had spoken with 
you. I did not say to them that you had talked to the press, even though 
you had told me that you did. You said to me you are probably going 
to be the angriest man in the world at me for talking to the press and 
I told you, no, you ought to be the an~riest man in the world at me. 
I did not say that you had given this mformation to the press but I 
said I believe that Senator ,v eicker knows all about this because I have 
spoken to him. 

Then }fr. Kleindienst said let's have a drink. [Laughter.] And )Ir. 
Petersen and Mr. Kleindienst and I all went into a little prirnte office 
off of his main office and )Ir. Kleindienst fixed a drink for himself 
and Mr. Petersen and I do not. drink and I just sat there in an over-
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Senator INOUY"E. In all the years that you have served in the Navy, 
did any superior officer request of you an illegal act? 

Mr. GRAY. That is a pretty broad question, Senator Inouye, and I 
am trying to think very hard. I am thinking of some wartime opera
tions and thinking of some of the things we did. They could be classed 
as illegal, perhaps. And I am thinking particularly when I commanded 
a submarine during the Korean war. But--

Senator IxouYE. And you followed those orders implicitly without 
questioning? 

Mr. GRAY. 1Vell, you know, Senator Inouye, you are getting me to 
the point where I am going to have to tell you what those orders are 
and those are very, very sensitive orders. 

Senator IxouYE. vVhat I am trying to say, did you feel a bit strange 
that the President was requesting you to do something which was 
rather illegal? 

:Mr. GRAY. No, I haven't testified that the President was requesting 
me to do that. That hasn't been the thrust of mv testimonv. 

Senator IxouYE. You have testified that you had ass~nned that the 
orders had come from the Chief Executive? 

Mr. GRAY. That I assumed that these men are acting within the 
color of their office and within their authority, absolutely there is no 
question about that. 

Senator INOUYE. A.nd you didn't think it was strange for the Pres
ident through his subordinates to ask you to commit an illegal act~ 

Mr. GRAY. I think that I may have testified earlier that if I had 
stopped then and there and said, I want in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States to do this, that I wouldn·t have gotten it; 
but I didn't have that thought at tha.t Jimlil, Senator Inouye; there 
was no reason for me to have that tho1'ght at that time, I was not that 
suspicious. 

Senator Ixoun:. "\Vas this the practice that has been referred to as 
deniability? 

Mr. GR~\Y. Sir, I don't know because I don't know about that prac
tice of deniability. I know what it refers to, I know it refers to earlier 
testimony he~·e, but I had never heard that utilized within the Depart
ment of Justice. 

Senator Ixot:YE. Now·, on March 23 of this year you had a conver
sation, a telephone conversation with the President. And you have 
just testified that when the President said, "Pat, remember, I told you 
to conduct a thorough investigation," you said yon had an eerie feeling. 

,vhat did vou mean by that? 
l\fr. GRAY: Yes, I tho·ught he was trying to put that on th~ record, 

so to speak. relating all the way back to the ,Jul~· 6 c01n-ersat10n. . 
Senator IxouYE. Are you suggesting that the President was putting 

this on tape~ 
l\fr. GnAY. You know, at the timP, Senator Inouye, I didn't know 

that these com;ersatious ,.ere being taped but, nen'rtheless. I lrnd that 
CC'rie feeling that the President is reminding me of something and 
why. That was my reaction. But at that time I <lidn·t know that these 
were on tape. 

Senator IxoUYE. Further elaborate on the eerie feeling. 
l\fr. GRAY. Sid 
Senator IxoDYE. Can you further elaborate on the eerie feeling? 
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:Mr. GnAY. No, it was just that I had the feeling that I was being 
reminded of something and the only thing that I could think of was 
the.July 6 telephone conversation. . 

S enator Ixom."E. You said reminding you of something to place it 
on the record. Is that \Y hat you said? 

L 
:Mr. GRAY. Yes. . , 
Senator Ixo un~. And what came to your mind at that point? 
Mr. GR.ff. The prior comersation that the President had had with 

me. 
Senator IxoUYE. I have just one final question. 
This may sound like a very ridiculous question, but three articles 

haYe been written suggesting that the December 8 plane crash in )Iid
way Airport in Chicago was not just an ordinary plane crash, and that 
there were some insidious activities involved. 

People ham suggested that there were certain passengers with cya
nide in their system and that the FBI had refused to imestigate this. 

Are you a ware of these articles? 
Mr. GRA.Y. I hesitate to say "No" to you because I may have read of 

them, but when you say, Senator, Hcyanide in their system,:: I am quite 
sure I haven't read of that one and I am equally certain that there '\T'as 
·no refusal on my part as acting director of the FBI to investigate 
that. I don't know that the matter did come up. I would ham to check 
to see whether or not a request was made. 

Senator INOUYE. Did you requ2st that the Midway crash--
Mr. GRAY. Did I? Did the FBI? I do not know. I cannot answer that 

question. L'.snally a. c~a~h lik~ that is investigat~cl _first b~·, it. is my 
understandmg that 1t ls mvest1gated first by the i'\at10nal 'lransporta
tion Safety Board but I would have to check FBI records to see--

Senator I:1'0UYE. ·wasn't the FBI a bit curious when one of the pas
sengers happened to be Mrs. E. Howard Hunt with $100 bills in her 
possession? 

:Mr. GRAY. I don't know whether the FBI was a bit curious or not. 
I-can't really answer that question. 

Senator INOUYE. It was on the front pages of most of the pap ers of 
the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. I realize that. I am aware of that. And the only thing I 
can say to you is at that period of time I was still hospitalized in Con
necti cut and I don't know whether a directirn came o\·er for the FBI 
to interview or not inten·iew. I really don't. 

Senator INOUYE. Now, you riffled through these papers, I just 
wanted to girn you time to think about this. Can you recollect as to the 
contents of those other papers in the Hunt file? 

l\Ir. GRAY. The only recollection I have of those , Senutor Inouye, is 
that . they were onion skin copies of correspondence, that is what they 
appeared to be to me. 

Senator Irrnun:. After reading the Diem cablegram you were not 
curious about the oth er papers? 

l\fr. GRAY . No, sir; I was not and I did not read them or I would 
testify toda v to vou whnt was in them. I wish I could. If I ma,. I \,onld 
like to corr ~ct oiie thing at least in my tcstimom·. Yon kno~,- when I 
took that action I didn't consider that to be an ' illPgal action ut the 
inception or at the encl, Senator Inouye, on my part~ 'and I still don't. 
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6. On March 23, 1973 the President met with H. R. Haldeman in Key 

Biscayne, Florida from 1:25 to 1:45 p.m. and from 2:00 to 6:30 p.m. 

Haldeman has testified that on March 23 the President told him that he 

had been informed about the McCord letter and its contents, and that 

the President asked Haldeman to call Charles Colson to ask if Colson 

had ever offered Howard Hunt clemency or had any conversation with 

Hunt about clemency. Haldeman telephoned Colson some time before 

2:15 p.m. on March 23 and asked what commitment Colson had made to 

Howard Hunt with respect to the commutation of his sentence. Colson 

reported to Haldeman on this matter. Immediately after this conver

sation Colson dictated a memorandum of the conversation for the file. 

Colson's memorandum states, in part, that he told Haldeman that he 

made no representations nor used any one else's name in the conversation; 

that he had only told Hunt's lawyer that as long as he was around he 

would do anything he could to help Hunt. Colson's memorandum states 

that Haldeman asked what would happen if Hunt "blew" and that Colson 

replied that "it would be very bad" and that Hunt "would say things 

that would be very damaging." Colson's memorandum states that Haldeman 

replied, "then we can't let that happen." 

Page 

6.1 Meetings and convers~tions between the President 
and H. R. Haldeman, March 23, 1973 (received from 
tvlti te Hquse) . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250 

6.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3075-76 •••••••••••• 251 

6. 3 Charles Colson draft .statement prepared for 
delivery to the SSC, September 1973, 1, 41-43 ••••••• 253 

6.4 Memorandum for the file from Charles Colson, March 
23, 1973 (received from SSC) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 257 

(249) 



6.1 MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND H.R. HALDEMAN, 
MARCH 23, 1973 

H. R. Haldeman 

March 20, 1973 

AM 10:47 12:10PM 

PM 6:00 7:10 

March 21, 1973 

AM 10:05 11:55 

PM 3:02 3:03 
3:05 3:45 
5:20 6:01 

6:25 6:30 

March 22, 1973 

AM 

PM 

8:44 

9:08 
9:11 

2:01 

March 23, 1973 

PM 1 :10 
1 :25 
2:00 

9:03 

9:09 
10:35 

3:40 

1:45 
6:30 

-58-

President met with Haldeman 

Ehrlichman 11:40 - 12:10-

President met with Haldeman 

President met with Haldeman 
John Dean 10:12 - 11 :55 

Pre shl ent received local call from Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

Ziegler 4:53 -
Dean 5:20 -
Ehrlichman 5:25 -
Scowcroft. 5:27 -

President placed local call to Haldeman 

President attended a briefing on foreign 
and domestic policy for members of the· 
Sub-Cabinet and commissioned WH Staff 
members -- Haldeman attended 

5:25 
6:01 
6:01 

· 6:05 

President received local call from Haldeman 
Pre side~1t met with Haldeman 

President met with Haldeman 
Dean 
thrlichman 
Mitchell 

1:57 - 3:43 
2:00 - 3:40 
2:01 - 3:43 

President placed local call to Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

Ziegler 3:25 - 6:30 
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Mr. Tno:'lrPso.:-.. And he told that to the President, too, as best you 
can remember? 

l\fr. HALDE.:'lrAX. Yes, Ithinkhedid. 
And then he, I believe, said that his concern, as far as the Wbite 

Honse was concerned, as far as the 1Vhite House was involved in the 
pre-.Tnne 17 area, was in two possibilities. One, that there had been a 
phone call from C-0lson to l\lagruder which could have been con
sidered or could be construed as pressure by Colson on l\Iagruder to 
go ahead with this project. He, I do not think, went into any real 
snecifics on that, and the other point was the question of whether 
Haldeman had seen the, as he called them, I think, the fruits of the 
bugging activity, because it was his understanding that the fruits had 
been sent to Strachan. 

l\Ir. TnmrPso::-.. ·what · was the basis of his understanding1 
l\fr . HALDEMAN. I do not know that he identified a basis, I do not 

recall that he did. I think he simply said it. 
l\fr. TnmrPsox. Did he at any time subsequent to that talk to you 

about where he was getting his information, where he got his infor
mation, that you possibly might have seen the fruits of some of this 
surveillance activity? 

l\lr. HALDEMAN. I think at that very-i't is hard to put this into 
when, but he had told me that Magruder had told him that he had 
sent bugging material to Strachan. 

·l\fr. THOMPSON. Did he tell you that Strachan had said anything 
to him about his receiving such materiaH 

Mr. HALDEl\IAN. No; the only recollection I have as far as Strachan 
is concerned, is that he had consistently said that he had not received 
such material. · 

l\Ir. T1-10.:"11rso~. AU right. Does that pretty well cover the pre-June 
17 discussion 1 

l\Ir. HALDEMAN. Those two points were basically it, as far as pre
June 17. 

l\lr. THOMPSON. ·what about post-June 17~ 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Post-,June 17, he said that there were also two areas 

of concern. That one was clemency and the other was money, and in 
the clemency area where he felt there was a potential problem was 
this-the fact that, as he put it, at that time, as best I can recall, Colson 
had talked with Hunt or Bittman about clemency. There had been a. 
conversation, I do not think he went any further than that, I do not 
think he asserted that there had been any offer or anything ofthat sort, 
simnly that there had been a conversation. 

I )Ir. T1-rn~1PS0:-.. ·was there any mention at any time, either in your 
presence or out of your presence that you heard from the tape, about 
Colson's offering Hunt ExecutiYe clemency, or possibly relaying a 
messap:e that he could expect it through someone else~ 

l\Ir. HALDE.:'IL\X. ·well. there was in the sense that on :March 23 when 
I got to Key Biscayne, the President had gone down the day before, 
the President called me over to his house and he then having read the 
:\fcCord letter-he had not read it but had been g-iven. had~been told 
of tht> reading- of the )kCord letter. and the allegations that were 
contained in that. had raised the ·point with me that. here we were 
with new ongoing developments on the "\Vaterga.te and the White 
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House was still not moving ahead to get this thing cleared up, and 
he had picked up facts from Dean and he had information from Dean 
that he was concerned about, and he specifically asked me to call 
'Jolson and to ask him about this question of whether he had offered 
·lemency or had any conversation regarding clemencv with Hunt. 

Mr. THOl\IPSON. All right. All of this that you have been relating, 
· is from the tape, as I understand it? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. No; no, sir, not by March 23 has nothing to do 
with it. 

-3fr. THOMPSON. I am sorry, I am not talking about March 23; I 
will just jump back a little bit. 

·Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes; anything tha.t I am tti.lking about in terms 
of the :March 21 meeting in the morning iS--:-

1\fr. THOl\IPSON. From the tape? 
Mr. HALDE11ux [ continuing-]. Is of necessity from the tape, yes. 
·Mr. THOMPSON. You are talking about a personal conversation with 

the ·President on the 23d? 
Mr. HALDEMAN. That is right. You asked if there had been any 

conversation after that. · 
Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Of course, there wasn't----! don't recall -any con

versation after that in the March 21 meeting if that is what you meant 
and I am sorry, I didn't understand that to be your question. 

Mr. THOl\IPSON. What about during the 21st meeting? 
·Mr. HALDEMAN. I am sorry, about what? 
Mr. THOMPSON: w· as there any mention at any time in the 21st meet

ing which you participated in or part of the meeting which you did 
not, of the general subject matter of Colson, or anyone else, having 
offered Hunt Executive clemency? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. That is the point I just said. Dean did report to the 
President that one of his two post-June 17 concerns was clemenc.v, 
and that in that regard the reason for his concern was that it was his 
understanding that Colson had talked with Hunt or with Bittman 
about clemency. 

Mr. THOMPSON. All right. 
The discussion of the 23d, of course, followed that, along the same 

line1 
--~..,... HALDEl\rAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMPSON. You have already mentioned the so-called blaclrma.il 
point that was discussed. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. That is right, which was cited as an example of 
the problem of money. 

He also-that was the most recent example-he did describe to the 
President some background in the sense of money for de.fendants, that 
there. had been an effort, in fact, money had been obtained and pro
vided to the defendants, and I am virtually certain that he said that 
this was for legal fees. In other words, let me pnt it the other way, 
I do not recall inf.hat. meeting either when I was there or at. any time 
prior to when I came in, hnt what I heard from the tape. any reference 
to monev being supplied for defendants' silence. 

l\f r. Tno:'.\rPsox. But only what vou have. related. 
·what did you hear on the tape concerning the Ellsberg matter? 
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Ooen~ng Statement of Charles W. Colson 
-'· ---·~------------------
Before Select Com~itt e c on Presidential 

Camoaign Activities, United States Senate 

I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 

statement to your Committee. I shall first attempt to the best 

of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events · 

surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I may, to give this CoT.mittee 

some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 

the White House during the Nixon years. I have followed your 

proceedings to date; it is clear that you are seeking to deter

mine not only what in fact happened, but why and how these 

things could have happened. 

AS TO THE FACTS : 

I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 

Democratic "Nationa 1 Co::r!.'.11ittee headquarters on the radio. It 

1-:a~'. Saturday, Jun.e 17, 1972. I thought it was no more than an 

ordinary Lurgl2,7 -- one m-Jre addition to the D., C. crime 
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probably learn I had reco mmended to the President the 

appointment of an independent special counsel, I would 

rather have him hear it directly from me. I therefore 

told him of the recommendation. 

Mr. Dean has testified before this Committee that 

he was on that day very disappointed that the President had 

decided, as he put it, not to act. &Yet his respo~se to 

me that evening was that the appointment of a special counsel 

would "never work". He said the only way it could possibly 

work would be to have the special counsel "reporting to him". 

that is, Dean. I told John Dean that that would never work, that 

the President had to have a counsel who had not been involved 

in any way, who ha.d no personal interest, and who was __ 
. ···· · --. 

completely free to get all the facts and recommend vm:atever 

had to be done to clean up the mess. Mr. Dean's reaction to 

my proposal was not that of a man seeking · a solution or a way 

for the President to get to the truth but rather the reaction 

of a man desperately seeking to retain co~trol of the 

investigation. I no;;:r realize why Mr. Dean would not want 

an independent counsel appointed; he would have been exposed. 

On the next day, March 23, Bob Halde;:;-ian called to 

what representations I had made to Howard Hunt with 

respect to the commutation of his sentence. I told him 
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I had made no such representations, that I had not seen 

Hunt since before the Watergate, that I had seen his lai:qer 

on two or three occasions, but no commi u.'1lent of any kind 

had ever been made. I told him that I had met with Hr. 

Bittman in early January and had given only a general 

expression of sympathy, that I had assured Hr. Bittman I 

would do anything I could to help Howard Hunt. I told }Jr. 

Haldeman further that I had written a memorandum to the file 

and had advised Messrs. Ehrlichman and Dean fully. 

He asked whether I had ever met McCord or had 

anything to do with him. I had not and told him so. 

Mr. Haldeman then asked me about the phone conversation 

I had };;lad with Jeb Magruder in February of 1972. He said that 

Magruder was contending that he had been °ordered to get the 

operation started by you" or words to that effect. I told 

Bob that that was untrue, that I had never been .able ·to order 

Magruder to do anything. I also said that it was strange 

• 

that Jeb Magruder would now be remembering the phone conver

sation, that it had never come up before, . and that I doubted 

th a t" Magruder honestly believed I was urging him to do anything 

with respect to Watergate or anything like it. I also explained. 

to Mr. Haldeman that I had described this conversation in a 

me~ a to the file of June 20. I told him I had s ent the 
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memo to Mr. Dean on August 29 and Dean had told me to 

destroy it. 

We also discussed the question of executive privilege 

and the question of all White House aides voluntarily 

appearing before the Grand Jury. Nr. Haldeman said that 

he was concerned that the President not appear to be 

covering up. A copy of my memorandum to the file regarding 

this conversation with Mr. Haldeman has been furnished to 

the CouJII1ittee staff. The more I reflected upon Nr. Haldeman's 

_question regarding my phone call to Magruder over a year 

earlier, the more apprehensive I became. Was someone now 

going to use this innocent call as a means for putting the 

blame on me? I had seen 'Magruder dozens of times since that 

1. He had never once mentioned it to me. No one had. Why 

? 

I then phoned John Dean to ask him whether he was 

aware that Magruder was now alleging that I had urged him 

(Mr. Magruder) to approve the Watergate. I reminded Dean 

that I had sent him, Dean, in August 1972, a memo of the 

phone call. Hr. Dean asked me whether I had kept a copy 

of the memo and I told him I had. Dean then told me he 

had heard Magruder's story, that I should pay no attention 
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Wi.EMORANDUM FOR THE FILE 

FR OM: CHARLES COLSON 

March 23, 1973 
2:15 p. m. 

.dob Haldeman just called and asked what representations· I had 
made to Howard Hunt with respect to the commutation of his sentence. 
I told him that I had made no representation, that I h:id not seen 

. I 
Howard Hunt since the Watergate, that I had seen his lawyer twice .. 
perhaps three times, at his lawyer's request {and at John Dean's 
request). Bob asked what I had told Bittman, and I simply said 
that I told him essentially that I considered myself ~oward Hunt's 
friend, that I would do anything anytime that I possibly could for 
Howard. 

i 
Bob asked·whetlie-r I told;Howard Hunt that his sentence would be 

commuted.before:'Christmas and I s;::.id,-no; that·I had ·not, .. that his :-~:s: 
1.:::.-..\·y-er·~cJ.d :C .. omc tc:.~e and ~sa,i.d-·th:.it.H.unt:dici noi: ,.,.:al!t··tO.:J;o_-ly j~il~:.;.:.l,. 
that .. he was .going:to j;:,.il,· but c!idn't \1.·ant.to_ stay;-;inj.i.il beyond- the en.d .:,~,:! 

of this year. I told Bitt~an that I had ·no:control· oyer that,:_that I-,., :;:' -
couldn't make any representations in any respect, but th.,t so lon~ as .,_., 
I was around, I v,;ould do anything I could to ·help Hunt, that I felt he · 
had b~en punished enough and that he should not be subject to further 
pnnish:nent. I told Bob that I was very dear in what I had said to 
Blttn1an, that in fact I wrote it dO\vn as I ·was saying it so that•thcre 
would never be a misunderstanding, that I had made very explicit 
memoranda for the file and that I had ad•.rised Ehrlichm::i.n and Dean of 
the conversations since I had been asked by Dean to see Bittman. 

Bob asked whether I had ever used anyone else's nan1e in the con
versc1tion .J.nd I said no, that I had not. He asked whether Hunt 1-:1ight 
ha-...e the impression Iron1 1ny communication with Bittlnan that· 11~, I-iu:it, 
would not serve bcyor!d the end of this year in prison a.nu I said that he 
might well have dnn,·n whatever conclu5ions he ,vanted to fron.1 n-1y 
having said that I ,,·util<l du anything I could to help hi1r., h3.ving said that· 
in response to ihc specific point that 1-It:nl d~<l not wa~,t to serve b~yo:-id the 
end of tli~ year. Ilo,,:c-v<:r, Bitt1nan, in n1y conversations with hic:1, under
stood fuHy lh.:tl I ·.,-~s not in a position to s;:iy anylhi.ig more ·cxpEci: than 
wh:i.t l did s:iy. 

/ 
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l-1.ilctc.:ntc!.n as!~/ whctli.::r I h.:td c•.·er n1ct :,~cCr-ct or hacl anythir.; to 

de, \vith ~kCord and I said no. He asked ,vhcthcr i. .J.d ever made a--:iy 

representations to McCur<l ;::u,cl I said ?"!o. l CX!)laincd that I h:::.d m.i.c:.~ 

no rcprcsc:.!atior.s <li rcct or indirect to anyone. Bob a~ain asked 

whether Hunt could get the impression frmn what I said th;it he might 

be out before the end of the year and my ansv,·er v.-as that Hunt could 

get any im.pression he wanted from the fact that I had slated I was his 

friend and that I would help him in any way I could but that Iv.as explicit 

in my recollection that I had not said anything that would give anyo.Ge 

any cause to have any specific understandings. In fact, there was no 

unde _rstanding. 

Bob asked whether I ever mentioned the fact that I had discussed 

this with anyone else and I said no, I had not, although in fact ! did 

a· scuss it with Dean and Ehrlichman. 

Bob then asked me what -..vould happen if I-font "blew". I said I thought 

would be very bad, that fr .om -..-..·hat I knew he ,Yould say things that would 

very dam.aging. Bob said, "tr.en we can't let that happen". I told Bob 

that I did not knew how muc!l Howard Hunt knew first 1:and, but that he had 

. said thirtgs in one conversation -..vith me (reco1·ding of which I have) and had 

said thir..~s to S.hapiro and ~ .. !~pct.l"c11Lly 0ittwan. t!-:~: "."'."~ultl be high1~ .. inc!."im• 

inating, that this wa~ one reason that acting on Shapiro's advice, I had 

nothing to ""do~,vith H~nt or . his la,vycr _over ·the pa.st two weeks and ha.ve 

stayed !)Uf. of-any .contact between Hunt :or. anyon': else • . ;::,~. 

Bob ·.then .askecl i.1.!c al?out .4 ·phor.~ conversation I,.had '.with Jeb )',.fa.gr)lder. 

I told him:pr.ecisely .ho~v:I· r.emembercd the c·onversati on; that Hunt-:~nd :Lid cl 

had come in my office o;:1e night, unannounced, that it was somethne: in :, 

January"or February (I cmtld r?ot remember .when}, that Hunt told me 

Liddy had been across the street, ha.cl some excellent plans· and ideas for 

intelligence and counter-intelligence, but that he hadn't been able to get 

anyone to approve his pl;;.ns. They st.irtecl to c,-:plain v,·h;it the plan was 

and I told them that I wasn't interested, that this was not my area, that 

I didn't w~nt to .;;ct invuh·cd or sp~nd the time, but that I would c.!.ll 

Magruder 2.!ld ask him to sec them. I told Haldeman that I had called 

Magruder and asked l\·fagrudcr to advise the1n, tnat is, Hunt and Liddy, 

or specifically Liddy, whether he ,vas going to l>e used in the C.l;:npaign or 

not. Li<lcly's position was that "if!' n.1 ju:;1: ;;ving to be sitting aro1.1nd, I 

don't '1.\·:tn!: to '"·a;;tc n1y ! in~<': : I h;n·e som~ id,•as oi how I can be helpful, 

but I don't want tu j~1.:;t sit a11cl w;~!;lt: time at the Con1mittec". 1:fa.gruder 
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assured me that he would see that their plan was considered and that he 
would attend to it. I explained to Jeb that I wasn't advocating their 2!an 

because I didn't ~:no, ·-: what it was, but that Hunt was a good man and if 

they had some ideas that Ol.lght to be e::--:plored and 1.1sed, that they should 

h:i.ve an op;.iortuni:y t,> t~lk to someone that could either authcrize them 

to do something or not. Haldeman said that may not be the way Magruder 

remembers the cor• .versation. ?v!agruder, he said, s.eems to think that he 

was told to get the:., operation started by Colson. I told Hilleman that I 

had never been abl, to order 1'.·fagruder to do anything. 

I also did not u::ge him to do anything other than to let Liddy :make a 

presentation of wha:..,!ver his ic!eas were and in fact I specifically did not 

endorse th~!Tl becau .:e I did:i't knc:;w ,vhat the proposals were. I asked 

Bob \Vhethcr he kne,•: ~vhcther Magruder had any different recollection 

and he said no, but l;._, had reason to think that he might. 

I e>.-plained to Bc,l: that _ Magruder didn't even remember the co~versation 1 ,. 

that I had writte·n a. mamorandum right after the Watergate o£· everything I 

could remember and in it I had that phone conversc:.tion. When I showed 

the memo to.John Dead,. Dean said. in _ effect: ."don't show that to anyone 

beca.use.:Mag·ruc!er-. do~s. not eve:r. ·remerr.ber.'you:i; calling·an~ in.hct.,:..ha,s::as ~-_ 

· already: tc:.!:i!ied~:.:. ,Iohn told me,:,therefore·, .-not to leave the mem?:lyin·g·i~g 

around· and not to use -it bccau·se it might ~mpea.~h Magruder's: testin-iony.-:r:y. 

I told Bob therefore that I ,vas confident that Magruder either ·d1dn 1 t 
:i:;emexnber the conversation or ii he did now, certainly wasn't remembering 

it very accurately. 

Haldeman went on to say that the reason for his call was the question before 

the House, i.e., should all White House aides volunteer imii1.ediately to go 

before the Grand Jury w.~ivir:g all privilege. I told Bob if we. did that we 

would in turn be waiving all pl:ivilege before the Hill and that we would end 

up in my opinion ·worse off, particularly since the Grand Jury has no rules 

of evidence, than if ,ve sin-iply continued to adhere to a sound positio~ on 

executive privilege. 

Bob saicl he was concerned that the President not appear to };le covedng 

up. T told Bob th:i.t I didn't think the President had done so. 

Bob ,.1sked me in lhe conversation with rvfagruder whether I had S.:!.id I 

'\V;J.S c.J.lli:1~ .... t :~::yt,::.c ,.:1:-."~1 :.:; ::~:!:~ctic..>11 ltnc1 Is.ii c.1 no, th~.t -I realize tl1c 

gra.van1cn o." his c!u~stiu11 \\J.;ch w~s, h::..d I used lhc President's name .and the 

2.nswcr . \,· .. '.S <,bvi0usly 110 sim:c I nl..!\'.:.:r cli<l th;:i.l and since the partict:.ln.r c2.ll, 

in a ny e v e n t, iu<l nol ;i.ri:;cn uut oi anyL11ing L11al lw..<l curnc up with lhc Pn.:si<let!t • 

. ., c·'l 
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7. According to Colson's memorandum to the file regarding the 

telephone conversation between Colson and Haldeman described in the 

preceding paragraph, Haldeman also questioned Colson about a telephone 

conversation Colson had had with Magruder. Colson reported to Haldeman 

that one night in January or February 1972 Hunt and Liddy had come to 

Colson's office, and Hunt had stated that Liddy had some excellent plans 

and ideas for intelligence and counterintelligence which he had not 

been able to have approved at CRP. Colson told Haldeman that without 

learning of the details of the plan or endorsing the plan, Colson had 

telephoned Magruder, had asked Magruder to advise Liddy whether he 

was going to be used in the campaign, and had told Magruder that Hunt 

was a good man and that his ideas should be considered. Colson told 

Haldeman that Magruder had assured Colson that the plan would be con

sidered. Haldeman told Colson that Magruder might not remember the 

conversation the same way and that Magruder thought Colson had told 

him to start Liddy's operation. Haldeman also told Colson that the 

reason for Haldeman's call was to help decide whether all White House 

aides should volunteer immediately to go before the Grand Jury waiving 

all privilege. Haldeman said he was concerned that the President not 

appear to be covering up. 
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See Book I, Tab 6 for additional evidence regarding 
Colson •-s 1972 telephone conversation with Magruder. 
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1973 

Wi.EMORANDUM FOR THE FILE 

FROM: CHARLES COLSON 

March 23, 1973 
2:15 p. m. 

Bob Haldeman j\\St called and asked what representations · I had . 
z.,ade to .fio\vard Hunt with respect to the commutation of his sentence. 

I told him that I had 1n;;.d_e no r
1
cpresentation, that I h:id not seen 

Howard Hunt since the Watergate, that I had seen his lawyer twice. 
perhaps three times, at his lawyer's request (and at John Dean's 

request). Bob asked \vhat I had told Bittm.i.n, a.nd I simply said 

that I told him essentially that I considered myself :f:Ioward Hunt's 

friend, that I would do anything anytime that I possibly could for 

Howard. 

Bob asked ·:whetli.cr I told :Howard Hunt that his sentence wo1:ld be 
comrnute .d _beforc :"Christma.s and I s;::.id., no; that ·! had ·not, . .that his :;:a' 
1::.~ .. ~ .. ·r~l"·P.J.d :c .. ~·rtlC -to :.~e 2.!?~ ::sa,jd-·th;.:t _H:unt :d.id noi: ,T:an.i:.··tU . !,?O_·lY. j~il? :; :l, _ · 
tha.t _he \,;,:as .going :tojail; but didn't 'want .to.stay ;-;inj.:.il beyond-the en..d.:c~-:!. 

. of this year. I told Bitt~an that I had ·no :control ayer t.hat, _:_that I '=-i. i 
couldn't make any representations in any respect, but th,,t so long as · 
I was around, I \1,ould do anythiug I could to help Hunt, that I felt he · 
had bnen pu!'lishcd enough and th.i.t he should not be subject to further 
punish:nent. I told Bob that I was very clear in wh.J.t I had said to 

Bittn1an, that in fact I wrote it down as I was saying it so that•t11er .e 

would never be a misunderstanding, that I had made vei-y e~--plicit 

memoranda. for the file and that I had ad•;ised Ehrlichrru.n and Dean of 
the conversations since I had been asked by De .an to see Bittman • . 

Bob asked whether I had ever used anyone else's na.n1e in the con
versation and I said no, that I had not. He asked whether Hunt Clight 

ha.-.re the impression from iny communication with Bittrnan that n~. I-iunt, 

,yould not serve bcyo:~d the end of this year in prison arnl I said 1..hat he 

might well have drawn wh.:i.tcver conclusions he wanted to from ·n1y 
having s2.i<l th2.t I ,, ·oul<l do anything I co u ld to h e lp hirr.., 1n.ving said that· 

in rcspon,:;c to the s p .;:cific point th2.t Htmt d~d not ·wa.~,t to serve b~yo-:id the 
end of th~ yc::1r. IIo w .:-v c.,r, Bitt1nan, in n 1y convers;,.tions with l1i1-::1., under
stood fuHy th.:i.l I ·.,-~, s n ot in .:i. pos i tion to s::1y nnylh i .i g more ·cxpEcit than 

what I did s1 y . 

/ 
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H.:dck tn.:1.n as!d wl:et!1.:::r I k 1c! c >.·cr ,net ~·-~cC,--d or h a d :inythir:; to 
d e; •.vith l\.!c Corcl and [ said no. H e ask e d \·,,heth e r ~ ,i<l ev e !" made c..-:>..y 

repres c r,l 2.tions to .:v:CCu r cl .:i.r~d I s<1id. ~o. 1 ~:-:pl<1.i1:ecl ti1al I h.::.d m.:!.c.,:; 

no represc :~~atior.s cli r..:ct or indirect to anyon e: Cob again asked 

whether Hunt could get the irn?.ression fro1n ,,:hat I said th.:?.t he rni;;ht 

be out befo r e the end of t he year and rr.y .i.ns wcr was that Hun:: co\.!!d 

get any impression he \vanted fro1n the fact that I h2-"d stated I ,...,as r..is 

friend and tb 2.t I would help him in an::,-· way I could but that I '-'--'as ex;ilicit 
in my recollection that I had not said anything that would give ar.yo!.":e 
any cause to have any specific understandings. In fact, there was no 
understanding. · 

Bob asked whether I ever mentioned the fact that I had discussed 

this with anyone else and I said no, I had not, although in fact l did 
discuss it with Dean and Ehrlichman. 

Bob then asked me ·what ,vould happen if Hunt "blew". I. said I thought 
it would be very bad, that ircrn y.·h.:1.t I kr.ew he woulcl say things that would 
l->~ very damaging. Bob said, "tl-:.cn v:e can't let that happe .n". 1 told Bob -that I did not know how much Howa:.d R ,mt knew first ~and, but that: he had 
.said thiT'l!fs in one conversation with me (recoi·ding of which I l1ave) and had 
said thir..~s ·to Sl'~piro ~:r:ci ~~.:pc1.r-.:1Ltly !3ittma.n, :~...::.: .... ~r~u!tl l.'\e :high1:t i!!C!:'im
inating, that this wa:. one reason that acting on Shapirc's advice, I had 
nothing to ""do.with H~nt or. his la, ·1.-ycr over ·the past two weeks and have 
stayed ?Ut . o!-any .conta.c: 't between Hunt :or .·anyon_. else. •. <'-~. · 

Bob .then . asked. hi.c al?out.4·pho1~c conversation !..had ·,vith Jeb .~fag'r)lder:~ 
I told him"pr.ecisely-ho.~v;I·remembered the co~versation; that Hunt.:~nd:Liddy 
had come in my office one night, unannounced, that it was somethne: in:? ::-:. 
January or February (I codd not remember when), that Hunt told me 
Liddy had been across the street, had some excellent plans·andidcas for 
intelligence and countcr-intelligcnc.:e, but that he hadn't been abie ·to get 
anyone to approve his pl ... ns. They sta rtcc! to e:-:plain wh.:.t the p1an was 
and I told them that I wasn't interested, that this was not my area, that 
I didn't -v,~nt to ;.::t i1w1.•h·cd or sp.:-nd the time, but that I would call 
Magruder 2.:1d ask him to sec them. I to!d Haldeman that I had called 
Magruder c1.nd asked :Magrudc1· to a<lvisc thcn1, tnat is, Hunt and Liddy, 
or speciiically Liddy, v,:hether he ,vas going to ue used in the c.:?.;npaign or 
not. Lirlcly's position was that "if l'1n j\.i:;t: g .. ,ing to be sitting around, I 
don't "·;,.n~ t•) ~\·a:;tc my !in'.,~:· .I h;n·c so:nc id,•as of how I can be helpful, 

but I don't " ·anl lo j~i~t sit and ,, ·:~::le time at the Cornmittce". ll.-'ia.grudcr 
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assured me that he would see that their plan v,1as ' considered and that he 

would attend to it. l explained to Jeb that I wasn't advocating their plan 

because I didn't :l-:no\'." what it was, but that Hunt was a good man and if 

they had some ideas that ought to be explored and used, that they should 

h3.ve an op;>ortuni!.y t ,J t~_lk to someone that could either authcrize them 

to do something or not. Haldeman said that may not be the ·way Magruder 

remembers the co!· .versation. Magruder, he said, s.eems to thin.\. that he 

was told to get the:.::: operation started by Colson. I told Hilleman that I 

had never been abl: to order .i\-!agruder to do anything. 

I also did not u.::.ge him to do anything other than to let Liddy make a 

presentation of wha:.,wer his ic!eas were and in fact I specifically did ~ot 

endorse thc!n bccal.!.:e I _dicl:.'t knc,w ,vhat the proposals were. I asked 

Bob whether he kne,•: -:,vhcther Magruder had any different recollection 

and he said no, but hl., had reason to think that he might. 

I e:)\,,-plained to Bql: that Magruder didn't even remember the co~versation,.,. 

that I had writte·n a mamorandum right after the Watergate of- everything I 

could remember and in ·it I had that phone conversation. \\"hen I showed 

the memo ta .John Dead,. Dean said. in. effect: ."don't show that to anyon~ 

beca.use. ,Mag ·ru~er . do~s . . not ever. ·remerr.ber .'you; callint(an _d infact,.;.ha,s::as ·, 

. alrea"dy , tcs!:ified~:: ,Iohn t.old me,:.therefore·.- -not to leave the rnem~lying·i~~ 

around and not to use -it bccau ·se it might impea~h Magruder's. testimony:.-:r:·r. 

I told Bob therefore that I ,vas confident that Magruder either "didn,t 

z;emembcr the con s;ersation or ii he did now, certainly wasn't remembering 

it very accurately. 

Haldeman went on to say that the re2 .s on !or his call was . the question before 

the House, i.e., should all White House aides volunteer imii-1ediately to go 

before the Grand Jury w.dvir:; all pri\·ilege. I told Bob if '-Ve_ did that we 

would in turn be waiving all pi·ivilefe before the Hill and that we would end 

up in my opinion worse off, particularly since the Gi-~nd Jury has no rules 

of evidence, than if we sin1ply continued to adhere to a sound position. on 

executive privilege. 

· Bob saicl he was concerned that the President not appear to }?e covering 

up. T told Bob th:i.t I didn't think the President had done so. 

Bob ;.1skcd me in the conversation \vith rvfagruder '\\.·hcthcr I had. sc!.id I 

'\V:J.S c.1lli:1~ .... ~ ~i.:!yt., :1~ ,.·1:-:"·':.:; ) : .rt2ctiun ;tnd I s;1.i cl nn, lhil .t I realize !..l1e 

gra.van1 c n u ." hi::; c!uc..:::;LiL•ll \,i;;ch ,,.·;,i:;, li~d I used the P1·..:si<lc1'!t's name and the 

2nswcr . ,,· .. ·.s· c,bviously 110 ::;in~e I nc..:v.:.:r did that ancl since the partic'..!lar call, 

in any ev e nt, h:,cl not ari:;~n uut oi .. u1ything that lw.c.l <.:01nc up with the Prc.:sic!.e1!t. 
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8. On the afternoon of March 23, 1973 Dean and his wife went to 

Camp David, Maryland. The White House compilation of meetings and 

conversations between the President and John Dean indicate that the 

President spoke by telephone with Dean at Camp David from 3:28 to 3:44 

p.m. Dean has testified that after the operator said that the President 

was calling Haldeman came on the line an~ said that while Dean was at 

Camp David he should spend some time writing a report on everything he 

knew about Watergate. Dean has testified that when he asked whether 

the report was for internal or public use Haldeman said that would be 

decided later. Haldeman has testified that Dean had been told to write 

a report prior to the time he left for Camp David. 
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3e!l~t:-Or Ba.isr'.s 3tu:r was ,;er; desirous o: a m2e:ing to ~i:- guid:mee~ 
It was at t.r...is point th!!.t foe President called the Attom{:·: lftneral 
and told him that he should get up to meet -..iih Senat01: Baker as: 
soon as possible and get some of these pro~iems regarding uecufr,e 
privilege and the.turning of documents onr resoh-ed with the com,,., 
mittee immedia.tely'. .After the conversation with the Attorney General~ 
there was a continued di.5cussion-of how to <le!tl with the En-in ccc::t• 
mittee. I asked the President to excuse me from the meetin~ for: a. 
moment because I was .working with Ziegler on a. response to a state-_ 
ment that Gray had made. Tbe President asked me ,what that.\,as.. 
about and I then explained to him about Gray's statement. I told him 
what Gray had said. and I also told him ,what the facts were. He ex-; 
cused me to use the telephone in his office and said that I should get . 
that resolved as quickly as possible .. · . · . - ·_ . 

When I returned to the conversation with the President~ )Iitchell, 
Haldeman, and Ehrlichman, they were still talking about dealing with
the Ervin committee. The President told me that the ·white House 
should start directly dealing w,ith the committee and that I should go 
up and ~mme~~ discussions with Senator Ervin as to the paramet~rs 
of executive pnvilege. . · · · - · -

I told the !-resident that I did not think this would be wise because 
I was very much the party in issue with regard to the Judiciary Com
mittee hearings and that it would be unwise for me to go to the 'Hill 
and negotiate my own situation. The President agreed and Ehrlich
man said that he would commence discussions. 

The meeting was almost exclusively on the subject of how the "'White 
House should posture itself vis-a-vis the Ervin committee hearings. 
There was absolutely no indication of any changed attitude and it was 
like one of many, many meetings I had been in before, in which the 
t!i.lk was of strategies for dealing with the hearings rather than any 
effort to get the truth out as to what had happened both before June 
11 and after June 17. 

Following this meeting with the President, it was apparent to me 
that I had failed in turning the President around on this subje("t, but 
Ehrlichman and Haldeman beg-an taking over with regard to deal
ing with a new problem, which had become John Dean, as they were 
aware o:f the :fact that I was Yery unhappy about the situation. 

. TRIP To CA.MF DA vm 

Friday morning, :March 23, my house was surrotmded by camera. 
as a result of Grav's statement the day before. that I had 

probably lied." Accordinglv, I decided to wait i1~til the camera c.-.;·,75. 
departed before going to the office. It was midmorninrr whpn Paul 
O'Brien called to tell me abont Judg-e Siricn/s reading )foCord~s letter 
in open court. O'Brien ga\·e me tl1e high points of the letter as the.,
had been reported to him by someone from the courthouse. He also 
told me that 1frC'ord had onlv henrsav kno-..lecke. I thC'n calle<l 
Ehrlichman to tell him a bout it. He said l1e had a copv ofthe letter and 
read it to me. I asked him how he receired a copy so quickly. 

He responded: ~-It just came floatin~ into mv office." Ht' :f:.;;ked me 
what I thought about it and I t .ld him I w·:ts nc· -::,ll"prised at nll 
and repeated to him what O'Brien had told me that )kC'ord pmhabh
had only hearsay knowledge. He asked. me if I was in m.'· offi.:-e and 
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I informed him that I was o. prisoner of the press and would be in 
shortly. 

After my com·ersation with Ehrlichm:m, the President called. Re
ferring to our meeting on )farch ~l and ~kCord·s letter, he said: 
"Well, John, you were right in your prediction.~' He then suggested 
I go up to Camp David and analyze the situation. He did not instruct 
me to write a report, rather he said to go to Camp Da.vid, ·'take your 
wife. and !ret some relu.xation.:' He then alluded to the fact that I had 
been' under--

Senator Emn·. I will have to depart b~ause I ha:.e less than 5 
minutes to get over there. This is good training for running in the 
Olfmpics. 

LRecess.] 
Senator BAKER. )fr. Dean, we are not trying- to hurry along but I 

stayed on the floor of the Senate until this rollcall began because in 
the last short rollcall ,·ote Senator Weicker and I mis...<:e(l the rnte and 
one or two others did, and so we are going to interchange in the interest 
of time. If you do not mind vou might continue now. 

i\fr. DEAX. Thank you, Senator. 
He then alluded to the fact that I had been under some rnther intense 

pressure lately, ·but he had been through this all his life and you 
cannot let it get to you. He said that he was able to do his best thinking 
at Camp David, and I should get some rest and then assess where we 
are and where we go from here and report back to him. I told him 
!would go. 

l[y wife and I arrived at Camp Dai-id in the midnfternoon . .As we 
entered the cabin in which we were staying, the phone was ringing. 
The operator said it was the President callin~ but Haldeman came on 
the phone. Haldeman said that while I was there I should spend some 
time writing a report on everything I knew r.bnnt the '\Yater .ante. I 
said I would do sc. I asked him if it was for internal use or public use. 

- ..... H.e~said that would be decided later. 
spent the rest of the day and the next day thinking nbont this 

entire matter. I reached the conclusion, bas1~d on earlier com·ersations 
I had with Ehrlichman. that he would never admit to his involvement 
in the cm·erup. I did not know· about Haldeman, but I assumed that 
he would not because he would be1ie,·e it a higher duty to protect the 
President. The. more I thon!!ht about it the~ more I ·realized that I 
should step forward because there was no way the situation was going 
to p:et better-rather. it conlcl only get worse. 'My most clifficn1t prob~ 
lem :-as how I could end this mess without mortally '\\Onnding- the 
President. I had no answer. because I folt on~c I cnmP forward the 
matter would be for the American people to d0cide. :mo not. for me to 
decide. I finally conclndPd that I "ould hnYc to think of some wnv for 
the President to get out in front of the matter, despite what happened 
to p;vervbodv elsP. 

I calh,d l\rr. :'.\foore and talked with him about it. We talked about 
a Prrsiclrntinl snt>Pch. wherP thP Prrsiclent TI"n11lcl rralh· b,· the fads 
ont; '\\e talked about immunit, for everrnne inrnked: ~e talked about 
a srecial Warren -h-pr comm'ission th:it would nnt the focts o;1t: "fl 
tnlkrd nhont some l1nlf mPasures thnt mi~ht sdisfy the p11hlic-interest: 
bnt we hoth rrnlizrcl thnt nothino- lrss than th<' truth wo11l1l st:11. As T 
mentioned rarlier. l\foore and I l1:1d talked .1bont some of these con-
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over the following week, regarding the White House staff going to the 
Senate committee without executive privilege; but more importantly, 
regarding the assignment to John Dean to prepare a full and complete 
report on all of the facts of the matter. After the l\Iarch 22 meeting in 
the afternoon, the President left for Key Biscayne. The rest of us I :e!llained in yY.ashington. I went to Key Bi. scayne the next morn!ng ~o I JOm the President for the weekend. John Dean ·went home to write his 
report, but found that he was besieged by reporters as a result of the 
Pat Gray allegation that he had lied, and so the President, in talking to 
him on the phone the next day, suggested that he go to Camp David 
where he would be free from the press and would have an uninter
rupted opportunity to get his report prepare_d. I arh convinced that 
there was a discussion of Dean writing a report, and that when we left 
the meeting on the afternoon of the 22d it was clear in all of our minds 
that that was Dean's v,:,aignment and that he was expected to do so over 
the next couple of days. 

L 
CA.MP DAVID 

Over the weekend that Dean was at Camp David I had several 
hone conversations with him. There was a story that Dean and :Ma

gruder knew about the bugging and that was a matter of -concern 
to Dean with which he was dealing. He had obviously been 'Working 
on the report he was supposed to be preparing and perhaps talking 
to people. He seemed now to feel that l\Ia,grtider was definitely in
volved. He gave that indication, which he had given before, on the 
phone. He was not at all sure about whether or not Mitchell was 
involved. 

On the 26th, I had a long phone call 'With Dean. It is interesting 
,because he said there was no communication on that day of any 
significance. 

I had called Dean-this is on the 26th-to ask if he would have 
any problem if the President announced that day that he was request
ing that Dean be called to the grand jury without immunity, and 
I specified that because in the earlier discussions Dean had made the 
pomt of immunity. Dean said, "No, I would have no problem with 
that." Then he said, "I have been working on this whole thing and 
trying t-0 analyze what our problems are." 

He said there is a problem with Ma,gruder regarding- the planning 
meetings, because apparently he has testified as to the number of meet
ings and the content of the meetings and his testimony was different 
than what mine would be if I went to the grand jury now. He said 
there was only one meeting, and it was for the purpose of discussing 
campaign spending laws; while, in fact, there were two meetings and 
they 'Were for the purpose of discussing intelligence presentations 
by Liddy. 

He said, "In looking over this whole thing, there are several areas 
of concern .. One is the blackmail area. Blackmail started wav back." 
This was the first time he spelled this out to me. Mitchell ··was hit 
by Parkinson or O'BriPn, who were hit by Bittman, who was hit 
by Hunt, who had been hit by the defendants saying that they needed 
money and if they did not gPt it tlwv 'WHe going- to cause trouble. 
It was not spelled out much more than that, I do not think. 
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8, J MEETINGS AND. CONVERSATIONS B'E'rWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND JOHN DE~N' 

MARCH 23,. 1973 

i',';~t·ch 21, 1973 

.A?v1 10:J.2 11:55 Prcsi~!ent m~·t \<:it~! ::,_{;:. Dean in the Oval Offi<;e. 
i\fr. r-r2_ldcit'.an v..-2.s also p::-cse:nt.: fa!" at least 
part of ;;he ti me. 

P},i 5:20 6:01 President n\ct wifo~\.1.r. D~an in the President's 
E013 oUice. Also present ·were: 

Mr. Ziegler (departed at 5:25) 

M~. Haldema:i 1 {) l ~~- 30 
Mr. Ehrlichm~n (5:25-6:01) .J_,J .... 0 

}/Gen. Scowcroft {5:27-6:05} 

March 22, 1973 

PM 1:57 3:43 President met with Mr. Dean in the President's 

Mar~h 23, 1973 

EOB Office. Also present we1·e: 
Mr. Ehrlichman (2:00-3:40) 
Mr. Haldem,tr.· (2:01-3:40) 
Mr. Mitchell (2:01-3:43) 

PM 12:44 1:02 President talked · Ion~ distance with Mr. Dean. 
(The President initiated the call from Florida 
to Mr. Dean who was iri ·Washington, D. C.) 

3:44 President talked long di~tance with 1\1r. Dean. 
(The President initiated .the call from Florida 
to Mr. Dean who \V.:'.S in Cam.p David, Md.) 

No contact during the period April 1-14 

April 15, 1973 

PJ.;1 9:17 10:12 President met with i\.ir. Dean in the Pi·csident's 
Eon Ofiice . 

. March 22: ,,, 
t,. 

Deleted -- (Mr. Dean was scheduled to attend the President's 
staff briefing in the EOB Briefing Room \Vhich 
the President atte-:-ided from 8:44-9:03. Attendance 

was not confi,·rned on this briefi;:ig.) 
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9. Between March 23 and March 28, 1973 John Dean stayed at Camp 

David and attempted to prepare a report on matters relating to the 

break-in at the DNC headquarters and the investigation of the break-in. 

A draft of portions of a report was prepared by Dean; and partially 

typed. It related certain events before and after the Watergate 

break-in. The draft report made no reference to Dean's meetings with 

the President or to any statements or actions by the President. Dean 

has testified that during his stay at Camp David he decided that he 

would have to think of some way for the President to get out in front 

of the matter and that, during a telephone conversation with Haldeman, 

he discussed the creation of an independent Warren-type commission. On 

March 28, 1973 Haldeman called Dean and requested that he return to 

Washington to meet with Mitchell and Magruder. 

Page 

9.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 1003-06 •••••••••••••••••• 272 

9.2 John Dean testimony, SSC Executive Session, June 
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9.3 John Dean Camp David report, SSC Exhibit No. 
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I informed him that I was a prisoner of the press and would be in 
shortly. 

After my conversation with Ehrlichman, the President called, Re
ferring to our meeting on )larch 21 and )IcCord ·s letter, he said: 
"vYell, John, you were right in your prediction." He then suggested 
I go up to Camp Du ,·id and analyze the situation. He did not instruct 
me to write a report, rather he said to go to Camp David, -~take your 
wife, and get some relaxation." He then alluded to the fact that I had 
been under--

Senator ERVIX. I will have to depart because I have less than 5 
minutes to get over there. This is good training for running in the 
Olympics. 

[Recess.] 
Senator BAKER. :\Ir. Dean, we are not trying to hurry along but I 

staye<l. on the floor of the Senate until this rollcall began because in 
the last short rollcall vote Senator \\.,.eicker and I missed the rnte and 
one or two others did, and so we are going to interchange in the interest 
o:f time. If you do not mind you might continue now. 

)fr. DEXN. Thank you, Senator. 
He then alluded to the fact that I had been under some rather intense 

pressure lately, but he had been through this all his life and you 
cannot let it get to you. He said that he was able to do his best thinking 
at Camp David, and I should get some rest and then assess where we 
are and where w·e go from here and report back to him. I told him · 
I would go. 

)[y wife and I arrived at Camp David in the mida-fternoon. As we 
entered the cabin in which we were staying, the phone was ringing. 
The operator said it was the President callin~ but Haldeman came on 
the phone. Haldeman said that while I was thern T should spend some 
time writing a report on everything I knew r,bont the ,vnter,2ate. I 
said I would do so. I asked him if it was for internal use or public use. 
He said that would be decided later. 

spent the rest o-f the day and the next <lay thinking about this 
ire matter. I reached the conclusion, based on earlier conYersations 
ad with Ehrlichman, that he would never admit to his involvement 
the co,·erup. I did not know about Haldeman, but I assumed that 

he would not because he would belieYe it a higher duty to protect the 
President. The more I thought about it the more I realized that I 
sl10uld step -forward because there was no way the situation was going 
to get better-rather. it could only get worse. My most difficult prob
lem :was how I could end this mess without mortally wounding the 
President. I had no answer. because I felt once I camP, forward the 
matter would be for the American people to deci.de, ancl not :for me to 
decide. I finally concluded that I would hnvc to think of some way for 
the President to get out in :front o-f the matter, despite what happened 
to evervbodv else. 

I called Mr. 'Moore and talked with him about it. We talked about 
a Presi<lential snPech. when' tlui President wonlcl rralk 1av the facts 
out; we talked about immunitv :for everyone involwd: we talked about 
a special ,Va rren-tvpe commission that woukl put the focts ont: WP. 

talked about some 1-ial-f measures that might S1!tis-fy the public interest: 
but we both rPa1ized that nothing ]pss than th<> truth wonlrl sell. As I 
mentioned earlier, Moore and I had talked ,1bout some of these c-on-
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cepts on previous occasions, but we still did not have nn ansn-er that 
would bring the full truth out because of the criminal implications 
of the behavior of those involved. · 

On Saturday, I began reconstructing all I knew and began writing 
a report. I spent Saturday afternoon and evening, Sunday, and )Ion
day reconstructing and writing. On )fonday I asked my secretary to 
come to Camp David, bring certain documents that I had requested, 
and commence typing. I did not realize how difficult it would be to 
reconstruct my knowledge from memory. I had not kept a diary or · 
even a calendar of all my acti,·ities, thus, I have been reconstructing 
my knowledge of this matter since }larch 23 to this day. 

On Sunday evening, March 25, I was informed that the Los Angeles 
Times and the "\Vashmgton ,Post were going to print a story that )Ia
gmcler and I had prior know ledge of the June 17 bugging of the Demo
cratic National Committee. I considered the story libelous then, as I do 
today. Upon learning that the story was going to be printed, I contacted 
an attorney, Mr. Tom Hogan, who was familiar with libel law. We dis
cussed the matter. He then decided to put the newspapers on notice to 
preserve a libel suit in the event they printed the story. I also told )fr. 
Hogan that when I returned from Camp David that I wanted to talk 
with him about this entire matter and asked him to think about some
one who was a good criminal lawyer because I was planning to take 
certain steps in the near future. I might add that it was my thinking 
at that time that I would explain all the facts to a knowledgeable 
criminal lawyer to determine the potential problems of e\·eryone in
voh·ecl-from the President on down-to get independent ach-ice on 
what I should do. 

On Monday moming, March 26, I had a com·ersation with Hakle
man about the story in the Los Angeles Times. I to1d him I was pre
pared to file a libel suit and had retained a lawyer to put the newspapers 
on notice. I told him that he knew that I had not known of the .Tune 17 
"\Yatergate break-in in advance , that my knowledge of the entire mat
ter ended with the second meeting in )Iitchell"s cffice. I told HaldPnurn 
that :Magruder knew that I had no prior knowledge~ but I did not 
know if he would admit it pnbliclv. Haldeman concurred in the fact 
tl.iat I had no prior knowledge and suggested I call )fagruder and tape 
Ins conversation. 

I did call )Iagruder and by using a dicta phone held to the recei ,·er. 
I recorded the call. I ham submitted a transcript of this com-ersation 
to the committee; the long and short of this connrsation ~·as that 
)Iagrucler acknowledged that the newspaper accounts \Yere a "hum 
rap" for me because I had not had prior knowledge of the break-in. 

[The transcript was marked exhibit Xo. ;~4:--10.*] 
:\Ir. DE.\X. }[y secretary arrin~d at Camp David on )fonday after- . 

1~0011 and began typing the report. On :.\Ioncby night, I had gi\·en addi
t10nal thought to how the Prc>sident might get out in front of this 
nrntter and how we could get e,·eryone im-oh ·ed to speak the truth. I 
called :\foore, who is fairly conserrnti,·e in his solutions to problems, 
ancl told him of mv idea. whi('h I said "·a s so far out that I thon!!ht it 
mi)!ht soh·c the n,~·ful probkm. r haw snbmitt ecl to the committee a 
copy of my note>;, outlining- my concept. 

[The document . was marked exhibit Xo. :~4:--11.**] 

•f-; N~ p. 125S . 
.. See p. 1261. 
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)Ir. DL\X. In brief. the President would create an independent 
panel-that would be irffestigator, prosecutor, and judge and jury for 
evcrvone im·oln.>cl. It »ou]d ham the power to remove officials from 
office, levy fines, and impose crimi::i.al sanctions. It was designed to gh·e 
every man a fair and full hearing, and proceed in a manner where 
people would not -be tried publicly. 

Finally. after all the facts were in, the panel "\\ould render its judg
ments on the individuals invo1Yed and. report to the public. I might 
note that if the special prosecutor and this committee were merged, 
made independent, and proceeded in camera, it would be very close to 
the concept I had proposed back on March 26. 

::\foore liked the idea and suggested I call Haldeman, "hich I did. 
He was intrigued, but not o,·er.,,helmed. It was becoming increasingly 
clear that no one involved was willing to stand up and account for 
themselns. 

After I had read in the newspaper on Tuesday, )farch 27, that the 
President had called me on )[onday morning, March 26--which he had 
not-and expressed great confidence in me and the fact that I had not 
had prior knowledge of the break-in at the Democratic National Com
mittee, I decided to attempt to contact Mr. Liddy, who was the one 
man who could document the fact that we never had talked about his 
plans following the Febrnary 4 meeting in )Iitchell's office. I called 
Paul O'Brien and asked him how · I could get in contact with )fr. 
l\faroulis, 1Ir. Liddy's attorney. 0 1Brien ga,·e me -)faroulis' phone 
number, but told me I could not reach him until late in the afternoon. 

I called )Ir. )laroulis about 5 :30 and asked him if I might get some 
sort of sworn statement from Liddy regarding my lack of prior 
knowledge of the break-in at the Democratic National Committee. I 
told him of the two meetings in MitchelFs office, and that )Ir. Liddy 
and I never talked about his plans after the second meet.ing. To this 
day, I am convinced that if and when l\fr. Liddy ever talks, he will tell 
the truth as he knows it. I was hopeful that he would give me some 
sort of an affidavit attesting to the facts, but his lawyer was concerned 
about his fifth amendment problems. 

Mr. )faroulis called me back on )farch 29 after I had returned from 
Camp David, after he had talked with :Mr. Liddy. I requested O'Brien 
to make a memorandum of the call, as he was with )fr. 1Iaroulis when 
he made the call. I have submitted to the committee a copy of this docu
ment in which :\:Iaroulis advised me his client could not make such a 
statement becau::;e it might result in a waiwr of his fifth amendment 
privileges, that to give such a statement could be detrimental to others, 
but Liddy did wish to convey that his reasons for not providing such a 
statement was not because he disagreed with the facts, but because of 
the advice of counsel. -

[The document was marke<l exhibit Xo. 3+-12.*) 
)fr. DE.\X. It W,ls the day he fore I receiwd this call, )larch 28, that 

ITaldC'man had ca11ed me at Camp D:n-id and requested that I return to 
'\Vashington. He told me that he was meeting with )fitchell and 
)fagrnder and that they wished to meet with me. I told Haldeman that 
I really did not wish to meet with ::\Iitchell and )fagrudt1l'. but he was 
insistent that I return and meet with them. I returned from Camp 
David about 3 :30 and "\\ent directly to Hnldemanis office. He told me 

•see p. 12G2-
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that Mitchell and Magruder were waiting in another office for me. I 
asked him why they wanted to talk to me and he said that they wanted 
to talk to me about my knowledge of the meetings in l\Iitcheffs office. 
I told Haldeman that they were both aware 0£ the situation and I was 
not going to lie if asked about those meetings. Haldeman said that he 
did not want to get into it, but I should go in and work it out with 
Mitchell and Magruder. 

Before discussmg the meetings with Mitchell and :Magruder, I feel 
I should comment on my reaction to the discussion I had just had with 
Mr. Haldeman. Knowing how freely and openly he had discussed 
matters in the past, I could tell that he was back-peddling fast. That 
he was now in the process of nninvolving himself, but keeping others 
involved. This was a clear sign to me that Mr. Haldeman was not 
going to come forward and help end this problem, rather, he was begin
ning to protect his flanks. It was my reaction to this meeting with Mr. 
Haldeman and his evident changed attitude, and my earlier dealings 
with Ehrlich.man where he had told me how I should handle various 
areas of my testimony should I be called before the grand jury, that 
made me decide not to turn over to them the report I had written at 
Camp David. I have submitted to the committee a copy of the Camp 
David report, part of which was typed by my secretary at Camp David 
and the remainder in longhand, which I had not put in final narrative 
form before I was called back to ·w ashington. 

[The document was marked exhibit No. 34-43.*) ---..--~ MEETING "WITH J\fa. :MITCHELL AND )fa. l\faGRUDER 

l\Ir. DEAN. After departing l\Ir. Haldeman's office, I went to meet 
with l\Iitchell and :Magruder. After an exchange of pleasantries, they 
told me they wished to talk to me about how I would handle any testi
monial appearances regarding the January 27 and February 4 meetings 
which had occurred in )fitchell's office. I told them that ·w·e had been 
through this before and they knew well my understanding of the facts 
as they had occurred at that time. Mitchell indicated that if I so testi
fied, it could cause problems. )Iagruder then raised the fact that I had 
previously agreed, in an earlier meeting, that I would follow the testi
monial approach they had taken before the grand jury. 

. I told them I recalled the meeting. Magntder then said that it had 
been I who had suggested that the meetings be treated as de.aling 
exclusively with the election law and that explained my presence. At 
this point in time, I decided I did not wish to get into a debate regard
ing that meeting. They both repeated to me that if I testified other 
than they had it would only cause problems. I said I understood that. 
I told them that there was no certainty that I would be called before 
the grand jury or the Senate committee and that if I were called, I 
might invoke executive pridlege, so the question of my testimony 
was still moot. I did not want to discuss the subject further so I tried 
to move them off 0£ it. They were obviously both disappointed that I 
was being reluctant in agreeing to continue to perpetuate their earlier 
testimony. 

The only other matter of any substance that came up during that 
meeting was when I made the point that I had nenr asked )Iitchell 

• See p. 1263. 
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Indistinct docwnPnt retyped by 
House Judiciary CollDllittee staff 

I asked him, "What does that mean"• that is when I was asked 

to write this written Dean Report. And I said that at this 

time I would suspect that the Grand Jury would reopen, and the 

whole situation would change. 

Mr. Dash, After the election? 

Mr. Dean, After the election, 

Mr. Dash. Before the trial? 

Mr, Dean, Before the trial. I said it was very likely 

that Haldeman, Ehrlichman, Strachan, Mitchell, Dean, and the 

like, would be fighting indictments. 

Mr. Thompson. Who did you tell this to? 

Mr. Dean. To' Haldeman. He said, "That doesn't seem like 

a very viable option, does it", and I said, "Well, I'm ready 

to stand up at any time, and it's an option that we ought to 

continue to presume. 

Mr. Shaffer. Can we go off the record? 

(Discussion off the record) 

~r. Thompson. If we c~ go to the 23rd, that is when you 

went to Camp David? 

Mr. Dear.. Right. 

Mr. Thompson. Can you tell us how that came about? 

Mr, Dean. Well, as I said, the President called me shortly 

after I talked to Ehrlichman that morning -- first of all, let 

me go back and tell you what happened that morning. That morning 

I received a call from Paul O'Brien and he said, "Are you aware 

Indistinct docwnent retyped by 
House Judiciary CollDldttee staff 
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of what McCord di.d down in the Court Room", and I said, "No", 

He said, "Well, I got a report from the Court House, and he 

wrote a letter", and he gave me the highlights of the letter. 

I then called Ehrlichman and asked if he was aware of what 

McCord had done down in the Courthouse, and he said, "Yes". 

I said, "As a matter of fact, I've got a copy of the letter, 

and how did it get here so quickly", and he said, "Well, it 

just sort of floated in here", and I didn't pursue it. 

He said, "Well, what does it mean to you", and I said, 

"Well, I don't know"; from my conversation with O'Brien, he 

said that he felt that McCord had a lot of hearsay knowledge, 

and that would be all, and I reported that back to Ehrlichman, 

That was about the sum and substance of the conversation. 

Then, I was still surrounded by the press, and he asked 

me if I was in my office, and I said, "No, I'm still surrounded 

by the press", I would wait until they departed. 

Then I had a call from the President, and he said to me -

he had said that on several other occasions - that I ought to 

come up to Camp David and take a break; he said nothing about 

a report, or anything like that. 

So, I called back and asked Higby how you arrange to go 

to Camp David, Higby or someone else, I'm not sure who it was; 

the President had suggested that I go up there, and I wanted ~o 

find out how the arrangements were made. 

It was late afternoon when I got up there, and just as I 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary COIIDllittee staff 
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walked in the cabin that I was staying in, I had a call. 

The phone was ringing, and they said it was the President 

talking, Well, it wasn't the President, it was Bob Haldeman 

on the line. The operator had said it was the President, but 

it was a call from the President's office, but it was Bob 

Haldeman on the line. He said, "While you are up there, what 

you ought to do is sit down and write a report of all your 

knolwedge of this whole thing". 

I said, "Fine, I'll be happy to", so I spent the next 

couple of days reconstructing, and making some notes; and 

thinking about the whole situation. 

Mr. Thompson. Did he say what the purpose was for which 

the report was going to be prepared? 

Mr. Dean. I think at one point I said, "Is this an 

internal document, or a public document", and he said, "we 

haven't decided yet. 

Mr. Thompson. Did it depend how it turned out? 

Mr. Dean. Well, he didn't say that to me. He said, "Just 

rough this out, and then we'll see." So, I started -- first 

of all I started to reconstruct what happened over the period 

of a year, and I began writing sort of a "soft" document that 

didn't cause anybody any problems. When I got to Haldeman 

and Strachan I didn't write anything, exactly as I had planned 

because I was only speculating, I left that blank. I knew 

something had happened. 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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House Judiciary Co1llllittee staff 

I wrote about the fund-raising by Kalmbach, and the use 

of the 350, and the executive clemency, and those sorts of 

things. I tried to reconstruct the whole picture, the high

lights of everything I could remember by doing it. 

While I was up at Camp David I also had several discussions 

with Dick Moore about, you know, how do we and this thing; and 

at one point in time came up with an idea how a special panel 

might be appointed by the President, whereby anybody involved 

in any way would go before that panel. 

Mr. Thompson. Sort of a Warren Commission type of thing? 

Mr. Dean. Sort of a Warren Commission type thing, but 

giving them the power of prosecutor, judge, jury, executioner, 

sort of a special prosecutor in a Senate Committee, as a 

matter of fact; and everybody that was in any way involved would 

go before this panel, and do it in an in camera manner so that 

the rights of the individuals would be protected, and they 

would get a fair hearing, and everybody would come forward, 

subject to this panel, 

I also. Moore liked it, 

~ldeman". 

I had notes on this, that I'll submit 

and he said, "Why don't you run that 

Mr. Thompson. Notes on this proposal, or notes on the 

report? 

Mr. Dean. I've got both. In fact, on Monday I had my 

secretary come up and start typing; she came up and started 

typing it. I was still writing. I hadn't gotten everything 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Conmdttee staff 
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ExKIBIT No. 34-48 
Pre June 17th . 
(I) White House involvement and Knowledge of Liddy's Intelligence Operation 

at CREP. 
During the entire first four years of the administration the President had 

·been subjected to mass demonstrations relating to the war in Vietnam. I do not 
remember exactly when, but believe it was in June or July of 1971, that HRH 
asked me to make a recommendation as to how the Re-Election Committee should 
handle the problem of demonstrators. HRH raised this with me, because one of 
my White House responsibilities has, been to keep informed regarding potential 
demonstrations that might affect the President. I had been involved in this area 
while at the DOJ . and when I went to the White House my office served as a 
liaison office for metropolitan police/FBI/DOJ and SS intelligence regarding 
demonstrations. 

Haldeman and Ebrlichman have always been critical of the insufficiency and 
weakness in the intelligence that has been provided to the White Bouse by 
various federal agencies- regarding demonstration activities. The intelligence 
always seemed to be too little and too late. While the evidence would appear 
that the demonstrations were well orchestrated and well financed, no one could 
every [sic] ·find hard information as to who was ·behind it and what motivation 
might exist other than the obvious anti-war theme. 

The demonstrations were having a dual impact on the President. First. it made 
the atmosphere of public opinion much more difficult for the President to negoti
ate an honomble peace in Vietnam and secondly, when the governmt>nt dealt 
firmly with the demonstrators we would be charged with oppressive tactics even 
though the demonstrators were seeking to tie the government into knots. 

There were several efforts to improve the government's ability to gather in
telligence regarding demonstrations, but these efforts really never accomplished 
much. For example, before I came to the White House, a study group beaded 
by Tom Huston had re-examined the entire structure of the domestic intelligence 
security operation, but the plan that was ultimately developed by the study 
group was vetoed by Hoover because of the fact that it would have involved the 
FBI assuming less than a dominant position in the intelligence community. A 
compromise arrangement was worked out with Hoover to establish within the 
Department of Justice a coordinating team of all the domestic intelligence 
agencies but the product was less than satisfactory and often the newspapers 
appeared to have more information ·than the intelligence gatherers. 

When Haldeman would read the reports regarding demonstrations he would
and rightly s~xpress continual dissatisfaction. I assume it was because of the 
weaknesses of the government system that Haldeman urged that consideration 
be given to the campaign committee developing its own capability to deal with 
demonstrators in the forthcoming Presidential campaign. Not only did we expect 
problems for Presidential anoearanees, but it was also felt that the dE'll\nnst-rators 
would seek to cause extremel.v serious 'J)rohlems for the Republican 1972 Conven
tion with the aim of creating a similar situation as that which occurred at the 
196S Democratic Convention in Chicago. 

It was suggested that the person who head up this operation be a lawyer who 
could also serve as general counsel to the Committee and it was not anticipated 
that the intelligence operation would be a particularly. consuming activity. Jeb 
Magruder indicatt'd to me that he would like to have my Deputy Counsel, Mr. 
Fred Fielding, assume the position of General Counsel and the man to be con
cerned with demonstrations and security. I discussed the matter with Fielding, 
but we agrt'ed that it would handicap my office's operations greatly if be were to 
leave the office during the chaos of a campaign year. I informed :Magruder that 
I could not let Fielding go, because I couldn't get along without him. :\laJmJder 
then askt'd if I would recommend some otht>r lawyer who could fill the function. 

I next discussed this with Bud Krogh because Bud is a lawyer and had had 
responsibility for demonstrations prior to my a·rrival at the White Bouse. I 
suggested that David Young, who worked for Bud, might make an excellent 
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man for the job, but Krogh informed me that it was not feasible because Young 
was too busy on the declassification project. Krogh did, however, suggest Gordon 
Liddy as a man who could do the job. He told me that Liddy was a fine lawyer, 
had prepared some excellent legal documents for him and that he \Yas a fast 
study on the law, and he was quite confident that he would quickly grasp the 
campaign laws. Krogh also told me that Liddy had an FBI background and 
assumed that his background \Vith the FBI would qualify him for dealing -with 
the demonstration problems during the campaign. Krogh informed me that he 
would ha Ye to check with Ehrlichman before he signed off on his recommendation 
which he did and after that I informed )Iitcheell [sic] and )Iagruder that I had a 
recommendation. 

1 frankly do not recall if I explained the job to Liddy or if Bud Krogh explained 
the job to Liddy. However, I do recall that I informed Liddy that one phase of 
the position would involve his tracking on domestic intelligence regarding dem
onstrations and the threat of demonstrators to the Republican Convention. I 
informed him that I \Vas not an expert in intelligence and did not have any idea 
how such operations were conducted, but he assured me that Ile was familiar \\ith 
intelligence gathering and w'Juld be able to handle tile post. I arranged for John 
)Iitchell to meet with Gordon Liddy on Xovember 24, 1971, for a job interview. I 
attended tile meeting and attached is a agenda that Liddy had prepared for the 
meeting and passed out at the meeting. As I recall the meeting, it was a normal 
job interview type meeting in which )Iitchell asked Liddy about his background 
and his knowledge of the election laws. I had already informed Liddy that I 
would do everything possible to assist him in becoming familiar with the election 
laws, including the new election law, the passage of which was imminent. 

Liddy thought I could be very helpful to him in getting geared up with regard 
to the election laws, that they were complex, that they must be followed to the 
letter. I do not recall any discussion of intelligence operations at this meeting 
other than the fact that Liddy said he would put together the plan for )fr. 
)litchell's approval. The interview also i,nvolved discussions in some detail 
regarding salary and title, which were agreed upon but I am unable to recall the 
specific salary although I do rec-all )litchell agreed that Liddy ,;hou!d be t'"lllled 
the General Counsel. 

After this meeting, I recall that liagruder requested that I bring Liddy over 
for an interview with him in that )litchell had said to him that he would have 
the final say as to whether or not Liddy was acceptable to him because he was 
the person who would have the working relationship with Liddy. I explained 
this to Liddy and liagruder asked that we come over on Friday, December 8, 
1972 ( ?) at which time )Iagruder interviewed Liddy also. Again, there was no 
discussion of Liddy's intelligence responsibilities other than Jeb's expressed 
'concern regarding the demonstration threat to the Convention. Liddy indicated 
that he thought he could be helpful in getting information regarding demonstra
tors for :Magruder and that he would draw up a plan. At that meeting )Iagruder 
agreed to hire Liddy and asked him to start as quickly as possible. 

The next contact that I had with Liddy was through a man in my office, 
David Wilson, who I had instructed to provide Liddy with all background mate
rial on the election laws and to tell Liddy some of the areas that he should have 
particular concern with. 

On January .....,., '1.972, )!agruder requested that I attend a meeting in Mitchell's 
office with Gordon Liddy. At the time I went to the meeting, I had no idea of 
the subject matter to be discussed, but when we were going over to the meeting 
together, I learned that Gordon was going to present his proposal for an intel
ligence operation. Liddy had nrepare<l a serii>s of charts to explain his; plan but 
I frankly had some trouble following it as )litchell later told me he did, because 
all of the operation" were in unusual code namt>s. H01vever, I <lo rt>c,111 "'nnw of 
the items that were in the plan. I recall that it called for a $1 million budget, 
anrl indndecl such recommended capa,•ities as the ahilit)· to kidnap de-mon
stration leaders in an effort to throw the demonstrators into disarray, strong 
arm teams, teams to infiltrate operations with demonstrators, and the ability 
to conduct, what Liddy called tht> most sophisticated electronic surveillance in the 
world. The plan also set forth how convention security could be handled. and 
general security for other aspects of the campaign to deal with demonstrators. 

As the plan was unfolded I felt sorry for Liddy because he thought ht> was 
pro\·iding the answt>rs for thP intPlligPneP needs. hut I knPw that .TDhn :\fi tclwll 
would never agree to any such proposal or plan. I didn't know how )Iiteht>ll 
would turn it off, but knowing John )Iitchell, I knew he would not blast Liddy 
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out of the room, rather would subtly tell him that this was not what he had in 
mind. In fact, the meeting terminated with llitchell telling Liddy that this is 
not what he had in mind, that it was a little exhorbita ·nt, and more exten.si,e 
than -anything that .would be needed. Lidd.r said that he understood and would 
provide another plen. 

.After the meeting, I talked with both llitchell and Haldeman and l!agruder 
and informed them that such a plan was disaster. I advised Jeb that he had 
better guide Llddy before the matter goes further. 

On January-, 1972, Jeb requested I attend another meeting with ·liltchell and 
Liddy and himself. I had not at any time disewtSed this plan further with him, 
although I do recall him telling me that he was going to totally re, ·ise it. I 
arrh·ed at this second meeting very late and Liddy was in the process of present• 
ing his revised plan . 

• liter sitting in the meeting for approximately 15 or so minutes and hearing 
the same sort of things starting to come out again. as ha,·e lJeen contained in the 
l!ftrlier plan, I could see that .:mtchell was ,ery upset, but trying to maintain hi:1 
composure. I must also say that I was frankly quite up,;et and decided that I had 
best interject myself into the matter in an effort to cut it off from any further 
discussion . I told Liddy and the others that the thin~ that were being discussed 
here could not be discussed \\ith a man who i3 the ..\ttorney Gent>ral of the 
United States and if there \\·as going to he any intelligentt operation, it would 
have to be taken up at another time. -I felt that I got liitchell off the spot without 
embarrassing Liddy who agreed that this- would be discussed sometime after 
llitchell bad come over to the Re-Election Committee .• .\g-ain, I felt sorry for 
Liddy, and I felt no one had given him any guidance as to what was or was not 
expected of him, but I did not believe it was my role to get any further in,olved 
other than to attempt to stop what it saw developing. 

After the .meeting, I -informed Liddy that I could never discuss his intelligence 
operation with him further, and that he should not look for me for any guidance 
on the matter. I informed him that our dealing:. would have to be limited strictly 
to matters of election law and Liddy said he would honor that request . I ne,er 
discussed the subject with Gordon Liddy again. 

Also, after that meeting, I informed Haldeman of what had transpired in 
llitchelrs office and the fact that I had interjected myself into the meeting in an 
effort to cut it oil'. I told Haldeman that I had informed Liddy that I would not 
discuss this subject with him further, and that if anything like this was del'elop
ing in the White House, I had to stay totally out of it. Haldeman fully agreed 
and tohl me that I should not become involved in any way with the Re-Election 
Committee intelligence operation a·nd I never did. 

I ne,·er received any intelligence from the Re-Election C'ommittet- and I cannot 
recall ever providing the go,·ernment intelligence regarding demonstrations to 
the RP-Election Colllmittee, rather, I pro,·ided all such information directly to 
Haldeman ,·ia Strachan. I have no knowledge before the incident which occurred 
on June 17th, as to what was or was not done regarding Liddy's intelligence 
gathering .functions. And I ne.er discussed this subject with any other person 
at the Re-E '.ection Committee before June 17th. 
POST June 17th 
(1) The Dean Investigation 

I landed in San Francisco on June 18th, having been out of the country to 
give a speech on drug law enforcement. I called Fred Fielding of my office to 
check in and he informed me of the news story regarding the break in at the 
DXC headquarters. _ , · 

I arrived in Washington. D. C. late in the afternoon of June 18th and Fielding 
informed me that one of the men arrested had a letter with a check signed by 
Howard Hunt in his posseAsion. I realized at,that point that I would be nske<l 
to nssemhle all of the fnctR Ro that the "'hite House could be fully informed as 
to whift had transpired and how it might nfrect tha President. Having been on 
an airplane for approximately 25 hours, I did nothing further than evening. 

On ~lon<lar mornini:, after reacling all the nt'-ws accounts of the ineiclt>nt, I 
spoke with .John F.. who instmcted me to get the facts together and report to 
him. I called the A.G. to ask him what facts he knew and he said that both the 
metropolitan poli ee and the FBI were in'l"f""tigating. He also told me thnt Gordon 
Liddy and Powell )foore hnd tracked him down on Sunday, June lSth. nt Burning 
Trel" CC and Lidd, · had said he rnnRt talk '\\'ith him about the man who had been 
arrested at the DNC. The A.G. said he refused to talk with Liclcly about the 
matter . 
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I then called Liddy and requested he come to my office. When he came over I 
suggested we take a walk. I asked him what he knew about the incident which 
had occurred at the DXC and he told me that this was his operation that had 
gone bad. He told me that he had been pushed into doing it, when he did not 
want to do it. He said that they had been in the DXC before and the bug they 
had placed in the DXC was not transmitting properly, so they were seeking to 
correct it . He also said that they had observed what appeared to be stolen 
classified documents in the DNC and had been instructed to make copies of them. 

I asked Liddy if anyone at the White House was involved and he told me no. 
I did not ask him who pushed him to do this, but he intimated it was l!agruder. 
I did not question him further about the incident. · 

Liddy also expressed concern for those who had been apprehended and I told 
him there was nothing I could do. He said he understood. He told me that he 
deeply regretted that the matter had occurred and he planned to remain totall, 
silent. As we parted I remember he said you can count on me to be a soldier. 
I told him that I was trying to ascertain the seriousness of the problem-in that 
it was obviously a political bomb shell-and that I would not have any f11rthei· 
contact with him. He said he understood and we parted. 

During the days and weeks that followed I discussed the incident with e-veryone 
who I thought might have any knowledge or involvement. Set forth be-low are the 
findings from these conversations. 

Oh1tek Col.son 
Because of Colson's relationship with Hunt, I thought he may ha-ve either 

knowledge or involvement in the matter, but Colson assured and reassured me 
that he had no involvement whatsoe,·er. 

Colson told me that he was aware of the fact that Hunt was working with 
Liddy . He said that in late January-early February ( ?), 1972, Hunt and Liddy 
came by his office late one afternoon to -visit him . He said that it was a ca::mal 
"stop-by" type visit and during the course of their conversation Hunt and Liddy 
mentioned to Colson that they had an intelligence operation plan, but they could 
not get anyone at CREP to focus mi it and sign off. Colson says that they em
plored upon him to call CREP to see if he could get some action. Colson stated 
that he called l\Iagruder and told l\Iagruder that he did know what Hunt and 
Liddy had for a plan, but they should not be left hanging. Someone should focus 
on it and make a decision one way or the other. 

Colson told me that the only time he requested Hunt to do anything for him 
after that was during the ITT hearings, when be requested Hunt to go to Denver 
to intervi~w Dita Beard. Colson states that he wanted to know if Beard had 
really written the famous memo and decided to sent Hunt to find out. ",.hen Hunt 
was in 'celson's office, Colson asked him how he was going to pay for the trip. 
Hunt then telephoned someone and said he needed $1,000 and sol"\"ed the problem. 

:Magruder has intimated to me that Colson bad more in-volvement than Colson 
says. l\Iagruder says that they let Liddy and Hunt proceed with their intelligence 
operation because :\Iagn1der was concerned that Colson might try to take over 
the operation himself and they did not want Colson in-volved. However, )Iagruder 
feels that Colson was aware of everything Hunt and Liddy did and that Colson, 
in fact, gave Hunt assignments from time to time. Magruder says that the 
Brigham Young student-Gregory-was working for Hunt to get scheduling in
formation for Colson. l\Iagruder says he had no use for such information, but 
Colson did. 

:Magruder also says that he ·received more than one call from Colson telling 
him to approve the Hunt and Liddy intelligence operation, and it was Colson 
who was pushing to get something done. Colson denies this . 

Colson received a letter from Howard Hunt on (.Attach-
ment This letter would appear to indicate that Hunt is saying that 
Colson was not involved in the incident at the DNC headquarters. 

Colson received a telephone call from Howard Hunt on . Dur-
ing the course of that conversation Hunt states that Colson had nothing to do 
with the incident at the DNC headquarters. Colson recorded the conver&1tion .. 
( Attachment ) 

Colson has stated under oath on two occasions that he was not involved in 
the incident. These statements were contained in dePositions--one for the federal 
grand jury in-vestigation and the other (Attachment ) in connection 
with the civil lawsuit filed by the DNC. 
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,JE 

I found that E had absolutely no knowledge regarding the intelligence opera
tions at the CREP. Bud Krogh had discussed with E that he was recommending 
Liddy to serrn as General Counsel at the CREP and the fact that Liddy might 
also be given responsibilities for intelligence regarding demonstrations that 

· would affect the campaign. However, E had, to the best of my inquiries, no 
knowled ge of anything Liddy was engaged in after his departure from the 
Domestic Council staff . . I also found that E had only incidental dealings with 
Liddy while he was on the Domestic Counsel staff and knew of his work in the 
area of gun control, nar cotic s, and . that he worked for David Young and Bud 
Krogh on the ·problem of leaks and matters relating to national security. 

E only recalls one occasion meeting with Howard Hunt, in connection with 
an interYi ew Hunt had conducted with a former CI.A operative and relating to 
a matter of national security. E was aware of the fact that Hunt had · been 
placed on the White Honse staff as a eonsultant. Colson had recommended re
taining Hunt in connection with the Pentagon Papers matter and E-according 
to Colson-told Colson to place him on hia (Colson's) staff. 

Bud Krogh 
Krogh has testified twice under oath regarding his relationship with Liddy 8lld 

Hunt. Once before the federal grand jury investigating the incident at the DNC 
headquarters , and once at his confirination hearings (Attachment ). 
liy independent inquiry confl.rmed that Krogh had absolutely no knowledge 
regarding any activities of Hunt or Liddy once they departed from the White 
House . '\'\"hen Krogh recommended Liddy to me as a person who would make 
an excellent General Counsel and as a person who could assist the CREP in 
keeping abreast of the problems that demonstrations might cause, the campaign, 
he told me that Liddy has an outstanding legal mind. He cited several examples 
of legal briefs Liddy had prepared and told methat ·he was confident that Liddy 
could quickly and thoroughly grasp the campaign laws . · 
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10. On March 26, 1973 the Los Angeles Times reported that James 

McCord had told investigators for the Senate Select Committee that both 

John Dean and Jeb Magruder had prior knowledge of the break-in at the 

DNC headquarters. On this same morning, H. R. Haldeman, who was with 

the President in Key Biscayne, Florida called Dean at Camp David. They 

discussed Dean's recollection of facts relating to the authorization 

of the Liddy Plan. Haldeman has testified that he asked Dean if he 

would have any problems if the President announced that day that he was 

requesting that Dean go to the grand jury without immunity; Dean replied 

that he would have no problem with appearing before the grand jury, but 

that his testimony concerning the number and purpose of the meetings 

among Dean, John Mitchell, Gordon Liddy and Magruder would conflict 

with the testimony previously given by Magruder; Dean stated that there 

were other areas of concern, such as payments to the defendants by 

Kalmbach, the $350,000, the Hunt threat, and Colson's talk about helping 

Hunt. Following his telephone call with Dean, Haldeman met with the 

President. Haldeman has testified that the President decided to drop 

his plan to announce that Dean would be requesting an appearance immedi

ately before the grand jury. Haldeman has testified that the problem was 

that Dean had not really sorted out the facts at that point and it was 

not appropriate for him to go to the grand jury. 
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10.1 LOS ANGELES TIMES, MARCH 261 1973
1 

1
1 

12 

wr\.orOJ ~ays Ue©J~,-Ni©Jgruole~ 
Kruew in Advance of B[jgging 

Claims Political 
Pressure, Lying 
on Watergate 

l\frCnrd. elabora.tinit on a lel!er 
made public in court Friday in 
which he char;:erl that political pres
sure ~ mar~ ~uaq::..:. 
\\·atergate trial. toid Dash that ~la
)::!11~er per j:1re<I himse !f durin,: :he 
t rial a('COrdin,: to a sou rce. fain: '.:ar 
wi !h lhe inter,.-ie\\·s . 

L .. 

~
' "·. · . 

BY ROBERT L. JACKSOS 
and ROSALD J. OSTROW 

\lrCorrl saiil ~!agrJder was not 
tellin,: the tn; th \,·he!1 he denied ad
qnce knnwlerii::e of the \>reak-in a.: ·-. ...,,._ .,: 

f .. ~.'. ~: 

John W. Dean 111 ......... 

Jeb Stuart Mag ruder 
Ti m., lll!"!!Jto, 

Times. St•ff Writwl 

\\"ASH l'.\GTO'.\ - Condeted 
Watergate consp(ra tor Jame3 W. 
~!cCord Jr . has to ld Senate in,·e sti
gator3 that White Ho .use counsel 
John \\" . Dean Tlf and former pres. 
Identi al aide Je\> Stuart ~lagruder 
had prior knowledge of the bugging 
or Democratic ~ational Committee 
headq uar ters last year . The Times 

rne<i Sunda :-· . 
. k("ord's arcu,a t ions WE're made 

durin!<' p r ivate si>ssions Frirlay and 
Saturrla, · with Samuel Dash, chief 
roun,el · for the special Senate com- · 
mittee investigatini:: the Watergate 
ca;p anrl related matters . 

Dean was the man n;i:npd by Pres
ident :s;bcon la st summer to conduct 
a separate \\ ·a iergate im ·esti~ation 
f,:,r th~ White Hou!'e to learn tf any 
Arlmini stration officials "·ere in
vr,h ·ed. 

n1:r:n11; the FBI';: investigation of 
t he case. Dean also S3t in on the 
que stion ing of \\.hi te House per;;on 
nel. ac-cnrdim: to te , t!mon ~- of L. Pa
trick Gray Iii. acting FBI direc tor. 

Will Give 'Documtntation' 
Dash sairl Sunrlay in a ne,.-s . con

ference that ~!cCord told him he 
wou lrt ¢, ·e the committee "doc
umen tation and ot her informa tion 
tha t will corrnbr,ra te his testimon~·.• 

(313) 

Demncrat ic HeadquartE'r s . in the 
\\·ateri: at e complex last J ,:ne 17. the 
sourc e ; , id. ikCorrl said ~!agrudei: 
a lso shou !rl ha ve naml'd Dean as a::
N her ha, ·ing prior kn,:m·ledge, the 
sou rce ~aid. 

:'-lai;:r-11>~er . whr, was deputy direc
t0r 0f Fre 5irle-nt ~ixC\n·s ree1taetic,!1· 
n:np ai;n . denied \[('Cord '; charges 
con cern ing h im S'.lndav ni!=ht. 

Claim, Xo 'Pri<>r K0<>wl~dg~' 
• _\., t l-:a\·e, $tat t'd be:·0!"e . a!id a; 

'r~:i~ ht?rn ~ta !ed bv ).tr. tJo1'-.n X J 
)!i 1ch1?1l ( formt'r 'a!torney gen~ral 
3:,,i '.\txnn c;impaif:n d irectr,rl . ,,.,. 
rlid ni"l h::tvt7' prinr kr:O\\·:e,,,.i ~e of the 
Dut:",;'.!'i~g-. • ~1:u:rudt>-:--~J i,~ 

.. l h.1s e no iJ t"'a abc,: . .n 3.~vo:1e C\:.:.t. 
~i,i~ 11:.:r r ,')mmlrtt "'e. l ca nr .ot $~3k 
f1')r .J1'\:1:1 l f\: ".lll I " 

~Lu~r ::ti t'r 1s p rP~ent !y Ct:::('t Cl:-of 
p,1'.tr: · ri~v~lnpr:1cn t fC'r th .e C:'cm-
mi'n-i' Di',,;irt m,'nt. · 

PE'a!1 c·,, .,l d not hi' N'ar hed f,., 
,,,mm~nr. However. at thi' Florida 
\\'hir e H o~1.:-:e . Ge-rald \\' arn .~:1. denu
r., pr,' ,, ~rrret al"·. s.t hi : ·w ~ cate-
~''" i(-.111_,· rtenv thar 0.-an ha d ;rny 
p rinr kn(lwJ~i~ ... 

~kC ,,rd to ld Dash t h:it n..-:in had 
knowl ,'ti.:.- <'f an,! was in \"Cih ·ed in 
prepar., r'ion.s for the li'1j:'~ni;. Th~ 

Plr,n,. Turn tn P,u·• 1~. C'nl. t 



10.1 LOS ANGELES TIMES, MARCH 26, 1973, 

~tCord S;ys I Pair 
l~n~w of \Vatergate 

'Documeatation' Pled1e 
:l.!cCo,d. it ,n3 1e1rne::!. 

also told Dash t.~at former 
\\'hite House c0:•.s-.:::.1n~ 
E. howard H1.:nt .J:-, .,\::-.~ 
plPade1 g-.i::t~• t:1 :1~'. 
d~ahr:-:: ·:i:;:ai;.;;t r.:~ t'a'.'"·\. 
:·'! :h-:~ \::a·te:-.';1t~ :r;:' r-X-

-·. ·.·!_:::·_~ 

": . < -"' :-' . ~ - ,: • ..... 0, 

.-... 

r,-:in~emr:ed :~e c::~r ~:,,~ 
r-.'.J s:,1te h3.s C'::'-~'."! Ll.~e''.'"' ,".')'."' 

,- •. , ... : ' ·~-'.. f'. : 
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10, 2 MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND H.R . HALDEMAN, 
MARCH 26 1973 

H. R. Hald e man 

March 24, 1973 

AM 11:36 

PM 12: 1 5 

March 25, 1973 

AM 9:35 
10:10 

March 26, 1973 

~ 9:39 
L_ 10:15 

PM 1: 15 

March 27, 1973 

AM 9:47 

PM 

11:35 

4:20 
6:05 

2:55 

1:05 

1:00PM 

3:45 

10:55 
1:30PM 

5:20 
7:10 

March 28, 1973 

AM 8:45 
PM 12:45 

4:20 
7:17 
8:50 

9:00 
I :45 

4:40 
7:32 
9:09 

- 59-

President placed lo c al call to Haldeman 

P r e si d en t me t w i th I-I:.1.lrle rr 1a.n 

President placed local call to Haldeman 

President met with Haldeman 

President placed local call to Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

Ziegler 

President met with Haldeman 

Ziegler 

President met with Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

Ehrlichman 
Ziegler 
Bull 

President met with Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

President met with Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

Bull 

11:00 - 12:15 

3:10 - 3:11 

11:10 1 :30 
11 :30 - 11 :40 
11 :4 5 - 11 :46 ar.d 

1: 16 1: 17 

1:16 - 1:17 
President met with Mr. Haldeman 
Presid e nt placed local call to Haldeman 

President r eceiv e d l o cal call fron1. Haldeman 

. ',_;~.i 
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10.3 H.B. HALDEMAN CALENDAR, MARCH 261 1973 

i]fonday) March 26 
1973 -'PRll 1973 
SMrWTFS 

I 2 l ' 5 6 7 
8 9 10 II 12 13 u · 
u 16 11 1a 19 20 21 
22 23 2, 2s 26 21· 2a 

;~j~::~A_:~-·-----~l---~-29-30~~p·~-; 
: -:6::30~----,--------+----------_J. 
~----..:,_-+----' 

85 

I 645 ... 
• 9:00 -

9:15 .. 
1 !UO -

945 . 
1 I0:00 -

1015 
1 . 10:30 

. m . .is 

'. 11:00 

. 

' 

11:15 

11:30 

11:45 

12:00 
12:15 

12.30 

12..:5 

. 700 
. 715 

. .. 

: • I 

. 

---pf(v,1-.T~'-1------1 yv ! 
~ A t 

7 
I . ll ~ 
,\µ ~ 
\\ 

\ 

P . M. 

. r- - · • -
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10.4 
H.R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, JULY 30, 1973, 7 SSC 2901-02 

2901 

over the following week, regarding the "\Vhite House staff going to the 
Senate committee without executive privilege; but more importantly, 
rega.rding the assignment to John Dean to prepare a full and complete 
report on all of the facts of the matter. After the March 22 meeting in 
the afternoon, the President left for Key Biscayne. The rest of us 
remained in "\Vashington. I went to Key Biscayne the next morning to 
join the President for the weekend. John Dean went home to write his 
report, but found that he was besieged by reporters as a result of the 
Pat Gray allegation that he had lied, and so the President, in talking to 
him on the phone the next day, suggested that he go to Camp David 
wl1ere he would be free from the press and would have an uninter
rupted opportunity to get his report prepared. I am convinced that 
there was a discussion of Dean writing a report, and that when we left 
the meeting on the afternoon of the 22d it was clear in all of our minds 
that that was Dean's assignment and that he was expected to do so over 
the next couple of days. 

CAMP DAVID 

Over the weekend that Dean was at Camp Da·,Tid I had several 
phone conversations with him. There was a story that Dean and Ma
gruder knew about the bugging and that was a matter of concern 
to Dean with which he was dealing. He had obviously been working 
on the report he was supposed to be preparing and perhaps talking 
to people. He seemed now to feel that Magruder was definitely in
volved. He gave that indication, which he had given before, on the 
phone. He was not at all sure about whether or not Mitchell was 
jnvolved. 

o·n the 26th, I had a long phone call with Dean. It is interesting 
because he said there was no communication on that day of any 
significance. 

I had called Dean-this is on the 26th-to ask if he would have 
any problem if the President announced that day that he was request
ing that Dean be called to the grand jury without immunity, and 
I specified that because in the earlier discussions Dean had made the 
pomt of immunity. Dean said, "No, I would have no problem with 
that." Then he said, "I have been working on this whole thing and 
trying to analyze what our problems are." 

He said there is a problem with Magruder regnrding the planning 
meetings, because apparently he has testified as to the number of meet
ings and the content of the meetings and his testimony was different 
than what mine would be if I went to the ~rand jury now. He said 
there was only one meeting, and it was for the purpose of discussing 
campaign spending laws; while, in fact, there were two meetings and 
they were for the purpose of discussing inteliigence presentations 
bv Liddv. · 

• He sa·id, "In looking over this whole thing, there are several areas 
of concern. One is the blackmail area. Blackmail started way back." 
This was the first time he spelled this out to me. Mitchell was hit 
by Parlrinson or O'Brien, who ,vere hit by Bittman, who was hit 
by Hunt, who had been hit by the defendants saying that they needed 
money and if they did not gPt it they •were iroinir to cause trouble. 
It ,vas not spelled out much more than that, I do not think. 
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2902 

Mitchell told Dean-this is Dean now recounting to me what his 
report apparently was showing-to tell Haldeman and Ehrlichman 
to get Kalmbach to raise the money and Dean did. Kalmbach raised 
some $70,000, which he ga,ve to LaRue. 

Then, we got to the question of the $350,000 and there was a problem 
there because the $22,000 was spent out of that and there was a 
problem of how to return it and account .for the missing- $22,000. 

Then there was the problem of blackmail to the White House 
directly. He said there were two instances of that, one-Mrs. Hunt 
called Colson's secretary and said something about a demand for · 
money. The other was Hunt's the preceding week. . · 

Regarding clemency, he said Colson talked to Bittman. He did not 
make any commitment but told him he would help. 

He referred to a letter McCord had written to Caulfield requesting 
a meeting . Mitchell told Dean to have him see him and find out what 
he was up to. 
. Another problem area was Dean's delay in turning over the evidence 
m Hunt's safe to the FBI. Another was a call Liddv had made to 
Krogh. Apparently, he had been given a brushoff by Krogh and that 
had made Liddy mad. 

Following that phone call, the President dropped his plan to an
nounce that l\Ir. Dean would be requesting an appearance immediately 
before the grand jury in order to lay out all the facts as he knew them. 
The problem was that Dean had not really sorted out the facts at that 
point and it was not appropriate for him to go to the grand jury. 

l_j Dean has said in his testimony that there was no discussion in the 

. 
March 26 phone call of his going to the grand jury-yet, that was the 
eason for the call. 

In one of the phone calls from Camp David, I believe on the 27th, 
Dean told me that he had talked with Pa.ul O'Brien who had told him 
l\fagruder had said that. he had gone ahead with the Watergate opera
tion on orders from Strachan, who said Haldeman had ordered it be
cause the President ,vanted it done. This is the same report that Dean 
testified he had given to m~ in early February. Another confusion in 
dates-but an important one. 

By the 30th, Dean had not delivered any report and he said he had 
not been able to write one; and the President stopped dealing with 
Dean. In effeet, he had stopped dealing with him after the 23d. 

I do not believe my attitude toward Dean had changed at. that point. 
I was puzzled and maybe Dean was reading some puzzlement; but. I 
had been in frequent communication lrith him in quite lengthy phone 
conversations while he was at Camp David-contrary to the implica
tion he has created that he was practically inconhnunicado while he 
was up there. I had the feeling that he was telling me quite openly 
what the problems were and what he was trying to work out. 

On l\farch 30. the President . made the announcement that nobody in 
the ·white House would go to the Senate hearings but that itll members 
of t.he "White House staff would. of course, appear before the grand 
jury. if called, and would cooperate fully. 

Also on the 80th, the President put Mr. Ehrlichman officially on the 
,Yatergate investigation and told him to de,relop the'facts in the case 
and try again to get to a final conclusion. 
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11. On March 26, 1973 the President, in the presence of H. R. 

Haldeman, instructed Ronald Ziegler, his press secretary, to express 

the President's confidence in John Dean. Ziegler announced publicly 

on that day that the President had "absolute and total" confidence in 

Dean. 

11.1 Ronald Ziegler testimony, Watergate Grand 
Jury, February 12, 1974, 62-65 (received 

Page 

from Watergate Grand Jury)...................... 320 

11.2 Los Angeles Times, March 27, 1973, l• 11........ 324 

11.3 AP and UPI wire clips, March 26, 
1973 (received from Watergate Grand,Jury)....... 325 

(319) 



11, l RONALD ZIEGLER TESTWNY, FEBRUARY 12 1 19 74, WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 62-65 

62 

recall that? DV 
A Yes, I can. 

Q That was on the 23rd. Do you recall making a state-

4 ment personally to the press on the 26th indicating that the 

5 President had called Nr. Dean to discuss the Los Angeles Times 

6 story with him? 

11 

12 

A I recall making the statement on the 26th, yes. 

Q What statement do you recall making? 

A I recall making a statement on the 26th that the 

President had confidence in Mr. Dean. 

Q 

A 

Did you make that statement as well? 

Yes, I did. I made the statement. The President 

13 didn't. I made the statement. 

14 Q Do you recall the statement being the President has 

15 complete confidence in Mr. Dean? 

16 

17 

A 

Q 

Yes, I do,, 

Do you recall further stating that the President 

18 wanted you, Nr. Ziegler, to express his absolute and total 

19 confidence in Mr. Dean? 

20 A Yes, I do. 

21 Q And did you discuss that with the President prior 

22 making it? 

23 A Yes, I did. 

24 Q And what do you recall your discussion being? 

t 

25 A I recall, primarily, that we were having some probl 
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11.1 RONALD ZIEGLER TESTIMJNY, FEBRUARY 12, 1974, WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 62-65 

o_v 63 

with the -- I'm recalling this convePoSation -- with the pri-

2 soners of war, at that point, and the major part of my con-

3 versation with the President related to the prisoner of war 

4 problem. 

5 During the course of that conversation, I briefly 

6 raised the point of the McCord letter and I was told to ex-

7 press confidence in Mr. Dean and I did. 

8 BY MR. GOLO..'IAN: 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Was anyone present? 

Mr. Haldeman was present. 

BY MR. BEN-VENISTE: 

Well, did Mr. Haldeman anything? 

l don't remember specifically what Mr. Haldeman said 

"14 or specifically what the President said, but I do remember 

IS that the discussion along the lines that we've talked about. 

16 We were ta _lking about the North Vietnamese had had 

17 a problem or it caused a problem in relation to POW' s. 

18 Q Did the President tell you he had spoken to Mr. 

19 Dean that morning? 

20 A No, and I subsequently had cleared that up in a 

21 press briefing. I surmized or embellished, in that particular 

22 press conference, that it was my understanding that he had 

23 

24 

2S 

Q 

A 

Q 

Where did you get that? 

Just an assumption that I drew. 

That he'd spoken to him that morning? 

DV 
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ov 64 

A Yes, that is correct. 

2 Q An.d who told you he hadn't? 

I 

A Well, later on, the story broke that Mr. Dean --

: I the President had not spoken to Mr. Dean that day at Camp 

tha 

5 I David and I checked and publicly stated that, indeed, Haldeman 

61 had talked to Mr. Dean on that occasion, and I so stated in 

7 the briefing. 

Q So it wasn't until the press story came out that 

9 you corrected your error? 

10 A That's right. It wasn't really until the press 

11 statement came out that I realized my assumption was incorrect 

12 

13 

14 

15 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

No one from the White House corrected you? 

No, they did not. 

After the statement was made? 

Because that did not, as I remember, play that demi-

16 nant part in the s t\'_ry. 

17 

18 

19 

Q 

A 

Q 

Well, for any reason, no one corrected. you? 

No, they did not. 

No one corrected you in terms of expressing the 

20 President's completely and absolute total confidence in Mr. 

21 Dean? 

22 A No. And I must say that the embellishlllent in the 

23 statement itself was partially mine. I was not given the 

24 precise language from the President. 

25 Q Generally, you better vouch for Mr. Dean as far as 

DV 
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RONALD ZIEGLER TESTIMJNY, FEBRUARY 12 1 

1974, WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 62-65 

i 
I 

I DV · · ·-65 

1 we' re concerned, then? 

2 A No. It was express confidence in John~-

31 Q Express confidence. 

4 A That's right. 

5 Q And that's the wa~ you did it? 

6 A That's right. 

711 
Q And it didn't strike you as an unusual way to do 

8 it at the time, I .take it? 

9 A No, it didn't, because I had confidence in John 

10 I Dean. 

II 

12 

) 
. I 
14' 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

Q Now, did the President or anyone else ev~r explain 

to you why he made that statement in view oF ~hat the Presi

dent had been told by John Dean as of the 21st? 

A No, they did not. 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Did you ever ask? 

No. 

Do you have any understanding? 

I can only give you my understanding in my mind on 

19 supposition. 

21 

22 

23 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

What is that? 

Could I do that? 

What is it? 

Well, my impression, during that period, is that th 

24 President was trying to -- this is not based on what I knew 

25 then, but it's based on what I've been able, in my own mind. 
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Nixon Voices 'Total Confidence'· 
in Dean After Telephone Talk 

McCord's Charge That Attorney Knew of Watergate in 
Advance Denied; Senator Hints Others Will Be Implicated 

BY ROBERT L JACKSON and RONALD J. OSTROW 
TIINS staff Yfflten 

W.\SHINGTOX-Pr•sidenl Nixon 
Monrtav n:pre~~ed "ab8,0]ure, 101al 
Confid~nce" ·in his,cOunsel, John \V, 
J)ean JH,.a.ftr.~ conferring with him 
~n thP \\tater~ate case by telephone 

o the Florina \\.hito House. 
hefr crin.\'eri-ation, announced by 

presidenLia_l Pre~5 Se<-retary Rcnia1d 
Ziegler, foHoweti disclO<Surfl' hy The 
Time~ that· rnnvictPd · W;itergate 
cnnspirator James \V. ~JeCorrl Jr. 
had accused Dean of ha\·ing adva:1re 
)cnowlerlie or the hu-;!ging of Demo
cratic national hea<lquarters. 
· ~JcCord marle the r!iarges to Sam.: 
uel Da~h. rhiei courisel of the 5:e,. 
-led Senate commiLtee probing the 
.\Vatergate i~cident. in two tape-re-. 
corded inten·iew3 .ial't weekend.' \k· 
Cord also ' said that (armer presiden• 
tial aide Jeh St\lart )lagruder h~rl 
prior knowledge of the bugging and 
that he had perjured himself at the 
trial. · 

"The President. .•• had an inter
est in· ra1Un;: hfa c,iu n se l and 
talking to him about it," Ziegler 

saici. "As a re$.t1lt of that rl'iscus..;ion, 
1 ag-.:;.!n ~petihcally den:· a~ absolute
ly f.,i,e !he fact rhat }Ir. Dean had 
prior knowlerlge." 

~1 i!:'rudtr too has denied the accu• 
sat ion~. , 

~~ranwhil~ .. there were thtse 
de,·e;\,pment~: 
. -Sen. Lowell P. Welcker Jr. (R• 
Conn.,, a memher of the ·[':elect com· 
mtttce. tolrl newi-men he belien~d · 
adrhtional \Vhite Hou~t: airles: wouJd 
he implicated in the \Vatergate rase, 
\Vdrkrr dcrlined to sav whether he 
wa~ referring to Dean Or )fagruder. 
. --G. Gordon Liddy, an"ther con
vktMi . \Vatergate Conspintor, in
voked the ~·i:th Amendment against 

Please Turn to Pace 11, Col. l 

pt"i.,ITThl,.. ~r·'.i-1;1,Tlril;:1,lu,,,, r 
;l.tl 1111.1<1!-'; 1n n•f•.:,in!: 'f" 1t<I " 

a ft~foral ,;,.-:int! Jllr~, it' ~mv ,~Z·.· 
C:Hhf"r !'<;ix-,,11 ..\rlmini:..:.tr:!, .·· 
tt1,n oWt"M!s. knew 1,f thi, 
bugiing heforc:-hanrl. L11l, 
dy also wou ltf n"t ~.1_v 
wh~th~r h~ had d1nil~\·il 
Information from bu.g;oit~tl 
l\"mocrat:1..~ ph,:me ·i·,m,·l,.·r· 
sa.tioM to :t~·one el:.r-. ~ 

-Zieglt:"r l'onfirmt.'-1! a rEt
port tha1. l~an had t·alll"<l 
A.cling F'BI Dirt"t·":1lr L. 
Patrick Grav HI minutt"~ 
after Gray iold .a. Senate 
hearln~ la,t w""k that 
l)ea.n "probably" lit'd to 
tht' FRf in the Waterg-,11e 
invC'sti,:~ui,,n. G r a~· re. 
fuged ])('an·s rtqur~t that 
hf' •rorreC't • his remark, 
Ziegler &1.id. He· said the 
Presirlent stiH supported 
Gray's nomination. 

-McCord, encountt-t'ffl. 
on lhe street by Wa•hin~
ton new~pcr coh.1mnist 
~lary McCrory. told her he 
had made, the charges to 
Da!.h as reported by The 
Times. ll• de<lined to •la
borate, Miss MeGrory said. 

Atty. Gen. Rkharo G. 
Kleindien:o-t t-aid hr would 
u.k U.S. Di!tt .• Juds:e .John 
J. Shi.ca to ~hare \\ith the 
Justice Department· any 
ne-w information he gets 
on the bugging ca~e. 

BRIEFING - Ronald 
Ziegler speaks to news• 
men at Key Biscayne. 

ll'IWirNllolM 

C.rnmittee Criticiied 
Ziegler. in discusi-ing the 

aH(>gatinn~ againi::t Dean, 
criticized the M,JPCt com
mittee's hanrHing nf its 
\Vatergate. inYesti~ation. 

. He said that Dash. in hi.• 
~hastily called" Sunday 
preM conierence . to an
nounce that the committee 
had inten.-iewed :\kCord, 
was not proceeding in the 
orderly and judicious way 
promised by commit.tee 
Chairman Sam J. ErvIn 
.Jr. ([).N.C.l. ~• 
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I.lrldy, appeartn, belore 
a new i;ie~sion o( : he fed. 
era:! gramt jury that. in
diC'l~rl 1he ::even WatC'r• 
s,l!t defenclants last Sep
temhc!r, derlinerl to an• 
swer imch ques.tion~ a.<11: 

•no vnu know direrUy or 
fndirttt1y of any adv.ince 
knowled!l" of th<' Water• 
gate hreak-in hy others! 

"Did you discu~s the 
hrtak-in with am·onP. at 
the Committee to· RC'elf'<'t 
the Pr<'sident after last 
June 177 

•0o you know an~·one 
who had information de
rived from logs of bugged 
telephone conversations~" 

Another Refusal 
lJddy also declined to 

uv whtther he had clis
cu~ssed the !'e!.ults or rhe 
bugging Y.'ith an.wme olh
er than the other defen
dants. 

A former While House 
and Treasury offidal and 
n-financial counsel to the 
Nixon campai~n. Lldrl_v 
looked pale and thin. He 
hao a bloodi•d left ear. the 
nsnlt n{ a fight with a 
Cell mate. m:~r pm.""~~ion 
of Lidriv'~ hair brush'. 

Tc, IOme of the ques
tion~. Lidrl\• a~~erted hhi: 
Fifth Amendment 
prnterlion a I on g with 
claimt th.i.t he h.iri Rn n!
tnrnf>v.dient relnt inn~hip 
with E. H,w,.arrl Hunt .Jr .. 
a !nrmP.r White House 
consultant whn pleaded 
guilty, to hu2ging and con• 
tpiracy charges early in 
the trial. Liddy is a law• 
)'er. 

After 80 minutes nf 
fruit 1 es s questioning. 
go vemmenl prosecutors 
went into court to ask Siri
ca to grant Lidrly immuni
ty from further proSttu
tion so that he might tesli- • 
fy. ' 

Sirk.a granteff a motion 
by Liddy's attorney to rie
lay a dttision nn this mat
ter until Friday. 

Th• granrl jury may rail 
nther wilne,..-res, iodudin~ 
mnre tonvif'lecl Watergate 
fi.~re~. tn question them 
about the pm;sible involve-
ment Qf .otherR. · · 

:r:merging from a cJ<Mlefl .. 
d1"Klr meeting· of the select 
committee,· ·--\\-'eicter, Er
vin and Sen. Howard H. 
!laker Jr. (R·Tenn.) de
rlinerl to comment on a 
hriefing from Dash about. 
llrCorrl's statement..,. 

Bc1ker <lid say he wa~ 
rE'rtain that news reports 
of McCord's statements 
"will in no way prejudice 
our ohjective e\<!1uation~ 
of the Watergate case. 

A:.:kerl about :\Ir. ~ixon.'s 
expre,ssion of total confi
dence in Dean, Weicker 
said: "The President is en
titled to hi~ opinion. The 
<'Ommittee i~ entitled to 
pursue its objective, and j 
the American people are 1 
entitled to the troth." I 

\\·eirker made rlear that 
his. er .. itir.it:m o( the \Vhite 
Hnu..;r~ dirl not extend to 
t.hP Pre;~::Jent. : 

•·i h,F<' crnnp1~t.e faith in 
the President, in the fact 
that he personally has 
nothing to hide." Weick.er 
said ... 1 restrirt my com
ment., to the President of 
the United State,.:.;." 

The Pre~ident returned 
to the \Vhite Hnuire Mon
day evening after a· nve
day otay In Florida, • · 
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(DEAi'{) 
KEY BISCAYNE (UPI) -- PRESIDENT NIXON MONDAY EXPRESSED ''ABSOLUTE 
AND TOTAL CONFIDENCE" IN WHITE COUNSEL JOHN W. DEAN III, WHO 
[unreadable] LOS ANGELES TIMES SAID HAD BEEN IDENTIFIED BY CONVICTED WATERGATE 
CONSPIRATOR JAMES MCCORD AS HAVING BEEN INVOLVED IN THE BUGGING OF 
THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE. 

PRESS SECRETARY RONALD ZIEGLER SAID NIXON CALLED DEAN IN 
WASHINGTON TO "DISCUSS THE STORY WITH HIM." 

FOLLOWING THAT CONVERSATION, AND BASED ON THAT CONVERSATION, I 
[unreadable] AGAIN FLATLY DENY ANY PRIOR KNOWLEDGE ON THE PART OF MR. DEAN 
REGARDING THE WATERGATE MATTER, "ZIEGLER SAID. 

nunreadable] THE PRESIDENT HAS COMPLETE CONFIDENCE IN MR. DEAN. 
l..!2, EXPRESS HIS ABSOLUTE AND TOAL CONFIDENCE IN MR. DEAN." 

ZIEGLER SAID DEAN'S PRIVATE ATTOR.'{EY CALLED NEWS ORGANIZATIONS TO 

HE WANTED ME 

[unreadable] POSSIBLE LIBEL ACTIONS PRIOR TO THE PRESIDENT'S CONVERSATION 
[unreadable]. BUT HE ADDED, "OF COURSE THAT'S MR. DEAN'S PEROGATIVE (sic) AS ft. 
[unreadable] TO PROCEED AFTER HE HAS BEEN FALSELY MALIGNED." 

ZIEGLER SAID THE PRESIDENT DID NOT SPEAK BY TELEPHONE WITH JEE 
STUART MAGRUDER, NIXON'S FORMER ASSISTANT CAMPAIGN MANAGER, WHO v.'AS 
[unreadable] IN THE LOS ANGELES TIMES REPORT. 

MR.'. ZIEGLER SAID _MAGRUDER HAS DENIED ANY INVOLVEMENT IN THE CASE. 
ZIEGLER ALSO CRITICIZED SAMUEL DASH, COUNSEL TO THE SPECIAL SENATE 
[unreadable] COMMITTEE, FOR CONDUCTING A "HASTILY CALLED SUNDAY 
AFTERNOON PRESS CONFERENCE" TO REVEAL THAT HE HAD QUESTIONED MCCORn. 
"THIS DOES NOT SEEM TO ME TO BE AN ORDERLY AND JUDICIOUS 
[unreadable] . 11 ZIEGLER SAID. 
UPI. OJ-26 03:09 PES 
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a245 
Ibwlu [unreadable] 

Watergate Bjt [unreadable] 460 

By JOHN CHALWICK 
Associated Press Writer 

WASHINGTON AP - The White House Monday denied that presidential 
counsel John W. Dean III had prior knowledge of the Watergate 
bugging incident and quoted President Nixon as voicing "absolute 
and total confidence" in Dean. 

The statement was issued at Key Biscayne, Fla., where Nixon was 
staying. 

At the Capitol, the Senate's special Watergate investigating 
committee was urged by Republican Leader Hugh Scott to hold public 
hearings as quickly as possible. 

"We should have the full story," Scott told newsmen. He said 
last week Nixon had authorized him to say that the White House 
had nothing to conceal. 

Scott's comments were made shortly before a closed meeting of the 
committee set up by the Senate to investigate the bugging of 
Democratic headquarters in the Watergate complex and other alleged 
political espionage and sabotage in last year's presidential 
campaign. 

White House Press Secretary Ronald L. Ziegler said the President 
tel_E!phoned Dean· in Washington during the morning because of 
what Ziegler called very extraordinary and serious charges leveled 
against Dean. 

He was referring to a report by the Los Angeles Times that James 
W. McCord, jr., (sic) one of the convicted Watergat~ defendants, had told 
a Senate investigator that Dean and Jeb Stuart Magruder, a former 
presidential assistant and campaign official, had prior knowledge of·· 
the Watergate incident last June. 

Ziegler said that, based on Nixon's conversation, "I will.again 
deny any prior knowledge on the part of Mr. Dean." 

Then asked about Magruder, Zielger said "I'm not prepared to speak 
for those who arc not on the White House staff," He noted that 
Magruder has denied having any advance knowledge of the affair, 
McCord met Friday and Saturday with Samuel Dash, chief counsel of 
the Senate panel. Dash told a news conference Sunday that McCord had 
named others who were involved, but Dash declined to say who they 
were. 

McCord, encountered on a Washington street Monday by a Star-News 
reporter said that published accounts of what he had told the 
Senate aides were correct. He would not elaborate. 

McCord apparently was referring to the Los Angeles Times reports. 
Dash said that McCord, an ex-FBI and CIA agent who was security 
director of the Committee for the Re-Election of the President, 
has agreed to continue to meet with him and tell all he knows about 
the Watergate affair. 

Indistinct document retyped by 
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~cote saict anytning made available to the investigating 
committee's Democratic majority should be made equally available to 
the Republican minority "so we can make a judgment" on the 
fairness of the probe. 

Democratic Leader Mike Mansfield, asked by newsmen about the 
Watergate bugging, said "my personal feeling is that the 
President very likely didn't.know what was going on." 
cr439pes mar 26 
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12. March 26, 1973 John Dean telephoned Jeb Magruder and Dean made 

a recording of the conversation. Dean has testified that at Haldeman's 

suggestion he telephoned Magruder and taped this conversation. Magruder 

acknowledged that the Los Angeles Times story stating that Dean had 

prior knowledge of the break-in was a "bum rap" for Dean. There was 

also discussion about the number and purpose of meetings among John 

Mitchell, Gordon Liddy, Magruder and Dean. Magruder told Dean that 

Magruder had testified that there had been "one meeting, not two," and 

that the purpose of the meeting was to go over the general framework 

of the job of CRP general counsel. 

Page 

12.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 1004 ••••••••••••••••••••• 332 

12.2 Taped conversation between Dean and Magruder, 
March 26, 1973, SSC Exhibit No. 34-40, 3 SSC 
1258-59. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 333 
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12.J JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 25, 19'13, 3 SSC 1004 

1004 

cepts on previous occasions, but we still did not have an answer that 
would bring the full truth out because of the criminal implications 
of the behavior of those involved. 

On Saturday, I began reconstrncting all I knew and began writing 
a report. I spent Saturday afternoon and evening, Sunday, and }Ion
day reconstructing and writing. On Monday I asked my secretary to 
come to Camp David, bring certain documents that I had requested, 
and commence typing. I did not realize how difficult it would be to 
reconstruct my knowledge from memory. I had not kept a diary or 
even a calendar of all my activities, thus, I have been reconstructing 
my knowledge of this matter since March 23 to this day. 

On Sunday evening, March 25, I was informed that the Los .~geles 
Times and the "\Yashmgton ,Post were going to print a story that )fa
gr.uder and I had prior knowledge of the June 17 bugging of the Demo
cratic National Committee. I considered the story libelous then, as I do 
today.Upon learning that the story was going to be printed, I contacted 
an attorney, Mr. Tom Hogan, who was familiar with libel law. We dis
cussed the matter. He then decided to put the newspapers on notice to 
preserve a libel suit in the event they printed the storv. I also told 1Ir. 
Hogan that when I returned from Camp David tha(I wanted to talk 
with him about this entire matter and asked him to think about some
one who was a good criminal lawyer because I was planning-to take 
certain steps in the near future. I might add that it was my thinking 
at that time that I would explain all the facts to a knowledgeable 
criminal lawyer to determine the potential problems· of everyone in
voked-from the President on down-to get independent ad·dce on 

I should do. · 
...i-..n11. l\fonday rooming, March 26, I had a conrersation with Halde

man about the story in the Los Angeles Times. I told him I was pre
pared to file a libel suit and had retained a lawyer to put the newspapers 
on notice. I told him that he knew that I had not known of the June 17 
·watergate break-in in advance, that my knowledge of the entire mat
ter ended with the second meeting in )fitchclFs office. I told Ha lclt>man 
that Magruder knew that I had no prior knowledge, but I did not 
h.11ow if he would admit it publicly. Haldeman concurred in the fact 
that I had no prior knowledge and suggested I call l\Iagrncler and tape 
his conversation. 

I did call )Iagruder and by using a dictaphone held to the receiver, 
I recorded the call. I have submitted a transcript of this com·ersation 
to the committee; the long and short of this conversation was that 
)Iagruder acknowledged that the newspaper accounts were a "bmn 
a " r me because I had not had prior knowledge of the break-in. 

ie transcript was marked exhibit No. 34:-40.*] 
)Ir. DE-\X. l\Iy secretary arrived at Camp David on )fonday after

noon and began typing the report. On )Ionday night, I had given addi
tional thought to how the President might get out in front of this 
matter and how we could get e,·eryone inrnlnd to speak the truth. I 
called )foore, who is fairly conservath·e in his solutions to problems, 
and told him of my idea, which I said was so far out that I thought it 
might solw the awful problem. l have submitted to the committee a 
copy of my notes outlining my concept. 

[The document was marked exhibit No. 34-41.**] 

• See p. 1258 . 
.. See p. 1261. 
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12. 2 TRANSCRIPT OF DEAN/MAGRUDER CONVERSATION, SSC EXHIBIT 
NO. 34-40, 3 SSC 1258-59 

EXHIBIT No. 34-40 

DEAN : Is he in, John Dean calling. 
l\lAoRUDER: Hello. 
DEAN : Hi, J eb. 
l\L-\GRUDER : Hello. 
DEAN : How are you doing? 
l\IAGRUDER : I'm doing fine ; how are you doing? 
DEAN : Pretty well, incredible. 
MAGRUDER: Is it? 
DEAN: Just incredible. 
MAGRUDER: Well the L.A. Times, God, we got splashed all o,er tliat one, let me 

tell you. 
DEAN: Is that right? 
MAGRUDER: I haven't seen it yet but my friend called me, said Christ yon take 

up the whole front page. 
DEAN: Is that right? 
l\IAoRUDER: Yea, you and I, pictures, the whole works. 
DEAN: I'm taking a bum rap, Jeb. 
MAGRUDER: Well I know that. 
DEAN : That's the incredible thing. 
:MAGRUDER: We've got to figure-John, I think Wet-:gotta just figure out how we 

can handle this. I don't know what we--1 mean I · don't know what we can do 
right now, I don't know if there is anything we can do right now. 

DEAN: We'll just have to take the heat right now until the thing sorts itself out. 
I can't conceive of how McCord could have that impression. 

l\lAoRUDER : Now I'll tell you what-John, can we talk here? 
DEAN: Yea. 
l\lAGRUDER: Okay. Here's what I figure has happened. And I'm positi\"'e of this. 

One, John, there is absolutely no substanti\"'e evidence that l\IcCord could pos
sibly ha\"'e in any way, shape or form that could connect anyone other than the 
seven of us. Okay. 

DEAN: Yes. 
l\{A.oRUDEB: I'm positive of that. Now I've gone right-you know I just went 

back through the process, was there anything at all that even could remote!)"' 
imply any connection. Okay. 
'DEAN: Yes. 

l\lAoRUDER: So there is no evidence of what I call documentation. Now what he 
probably may ha\"'e, John, is that when Liddy probably was working up numbers 
for his own benefit. and doing that ldnd of work, he probably used l\IcCord to do 
that, because l\IcCord bought all his equipment according to Silberts. 

DEAN : But Liddy knows damn good and well that the last time that I, for 
example, had any conversation with him on that thing was when we walked out 
of that office and I told him I could not talk to him about it any further and he 
never-he- he never once ever raised it. 

l\lAoRUDER: I'm sure he must have raised-I'm sure thought when he talked to 
his friend McCord--

DEAN : He was a name dropper, _ 
·l\IAGRUDER: He's a name dropper. And I'm sure he said that well you know I 

don't really trust this idiot l\Iagntder but l\litchell and Dean nnd Il:llcleman nre 
all behind it and Gordon Strachan, I'm sure that obviously l\Iitcbell's name "ill 
come up and I would take a guess if he still said "others" if you noticed, which 
is pure--

DEA~ : That's right, that's right. 
l\fAGRu"DER: So he is going to be talking probably about l\Iitchell and I would 

take a guess either Gordon Strachan or Colson. That would be my guess. 
DEAN : Just incredible. 
:\fAGRUDER: So, one, he had no substantil"'e evidence, I'm positil"e of that: two, 

what he is probably referring to is simply discussions that Liddy hacl with him 
as they sat around drinking at the Watergate. Yon know-and only that. l\IcCord 
never met with either myself or anyone else at our committee. 

(1258)_ 
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DEAN: Yes. 
lLl.oRUDER: Never, so there is no personal discussion he would have of any kind. 
DEAN: Well I thought maybe I was losing my mind. But I know-I know what 

I know and I know that one, I tried to turn the damn thing off. 
llAGRUDER: Right. 
DEAN: I know that I'd t.old Haldeman after that meeting that it had to be 

turned off. Now what happened in the interim I don't ha, ·e any idea, I don't want 
to know, I can only opine and speculate . 

llAGRUDER. I would hope so, John, of course on that meeting that I have testi
fied that that meeting that we've had with Liddy and Mitchell was simply on 
the general counsel's job and so on. 

DEAN. I understand. 
llAGRUDER. I mean that's important I think, you know for Mitchell 's and my-
DEA~. Well I don't plan to go out and talk in any forum. 
llAoRUDER. You know, if we ever get to the grand jury stage, I think they

I have testified that that meeting that you and I had was one meeting, not two, 
and that we had a meeting with Mitchell that just went over-since you had been 
helping me as a counsel-that we just went over the general framework of the 
jol> and the new law and those kind of problems, the typical cursory sort of 
post-employment meeting. That that was the extent of it. 

DEAN. "\Yell I was just trying to get straight in my own mind, you know, in 
case a guy like Liddy goes and starts giving his side of ·the story iand-

llAGRUDER. Well, if he did, of course what he would say is---. You know 
that's one thing I would hope we'd be working on and that part is Liddy, 

DEAN. Yea. 
:c\lAo&uoER. But McCord's information would only be hear.say, it would only 

have been from Liddy. · 
DEAN. Okay, Jeb, well all we can do is sit tight right now. 
llAoBUDER. A couple of other points, John, let me ,ask you. Parkinson wants to 

sit down with me and is going to represent me and as fo:r as I'm concerned that's 
appropriate. 

DEAi""i. I think that that's a -personal decision of yours, by yourself, and that 
you know he's knowledgable and I think that's quite a good idea. 

l'lAORUDER. Well I mean, you know, from my standpoint, it would seem that 
somebody who is well aware of the situation and it would look funny it would 
seem to me if I changed attorneys. 

DEAN. I agree, I think -that's a good idea for you. 
llAORUDER. And he is certainly qualified. 
DEAN. And I do think you ought to have counsel too . 
l\iAORUDER. What? -
DEAN. I do think you ought to have a lawyer who's representing you per se. 
)IAGRUDER. Well that would be what he would-you mean another one? 
DEAN. Well I mean no-I mean like Parkinson. 
MAGRUDER. Right, well that's what I thought because I think for sure we're 

going to have to-I'm going to have to rely on you or whatever whe!l we have 
to go down to the grand jury. 

DEAN. I •would imagine that day is coming. 
llAGRUDER. That's right. Of course, I think we have a hell of a case on the 

bond and who placed the bond for him and the written statement, how well it · 
was done and why he waited until the last day. To me that makes it very clear. 

DEAN. I don't, -I'm not aware of what you are talking about. 
llAGRUDER. McCord. In other words, where did McCord get his bond. You 

know, he got it from a Democratic lawyer. He's got a new lawyer. He's obviously 
made a deal and a person in that position obviously is panicked facing 8 years 
or whatever he is facing. And he'll throw out names ·an over the place, John. 

DEAN. I suspect that's true. 
llAGRUDER. Just because he knows that's what they want to hear. If you read 

his . letter, his letter is a perfect letter obviously not written by an individual 
but by a lawyer. 

DEAN. I wonder if he drafted it? 
llAoRUDER. And he's talking about fifth amendment, sixth amendments rights, 

all sorts of things that ---. 
DEA:i'. Yea, okay, just bang in. 
l[AORUDEB. Yea, well -that's what I planned on doing and I just wanted to 

check ,,·Ith you from your standpoint. But -I'm positive there's no substantive 
evidence of any kind. _....,_N. Okay. 
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13. On March 26, 1973 the District of Columbia United States 

Attorney's office filed in open court a motion for an order compelling 

Gordon Liddy to testify under a grant of immunity before the grand jury 

investigating the Watergate break-in. As of March 27, 1973 Judge Sirica 

granted leave to proceed forthwith with grand jury interrogation of 

Howard Hunt and other of the convicted Watergate defendants. From 

March 28, 1973 through April 5, 1973 hearings were held in open court 

and orders were entered compelling Howard Hunt, Gordon Liddy and the 

remaining Watergate defendants to testify before the grand jury under 

grant of immunity. 

Page 

13.1 In re Grand Jury, · Misc.47-73, docket, March 26 
1973, March 28 - April 5, 1973.................... 336 
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Number 

47-73 

Date -I 1973 
Mar . 2€ 

Jf.a.r 26 

L 
Mar 27 

13,1 IN RE GRAND JURY, MISC. 47-73 DOCKET, MARCH 28, 1973, 
MARCH 28 - APRIL 5 1973 

MISCELLANEOUS J?OCKET 
l 

Wniteb ~tates J)istrirt <&:outt for tfJe 1Disttid of Columbia 

Parties Action Petitioner's Atty. 

L:c·!:-:0. :::. ·1.1 ::_-_ ... 't 
,·-.:~· : .. r ·~; • t_· • ... • • :: '::'"::_.' • 

IN RE - GRAND JURY PROCEEDINGS 

Respondent's ·Atty~ 
PF'!':3 L ;1':,?0 ULIS 
T::ct.A:.: _;-_. :J. :-.:.:E:.,~.Y 
1819 E ::t., N.W. 
~~shingto n , D. C. 

Proceedings 

Letter dated 3-15-73 from Henry E. Petersen, Asst. 
Atty. Gen. to Harold H. Titus, US Atty., advising 
that request for authority to apply to USDC for an 
order requ:tiilg ,George Gordon Liddy to give testimory 
before grand jury with a grant of immunity pursuan 
.to. 18 USC 6003 and 28 CFR 0.175 is approved. 

Motion by US Atty. for D.C. for an order compelling 
George Gordon Liddy to give testimony before granc 
jury with a grant of immunity pursuant to 18 use 

. 6001 et seq., filed in open court, heard in part 
and continued for further hearing until March 30, 
1973; counsel for respondent Liddy to file opp. tc 
motion not later than 10:00 A.M, ~arch 29, 1973; 
deft. Liddy present and remanded to D. c. Jail. 
(Rep: N. Sokal) Sirica, C.J. 

AS OF MARCH 27, 1973 
case called by Asst. us Atty. for purpose of obtain
ing leave to Court to proceed immediately with Grand 
Jury .·interrogation of Everette Hunt, Bernard L. 
Barker, Eugenio R. Martinez, Frank A. Sturgis and 
Virgilio:R. Gonzalez; leave to proceed forthwith 
granted. (Rep: N. Sokal) Sirica, c.J. 

Fees Total 

Mar 2c Letter dated -3-15-73 from Henry E. Petersen, Asst. Att~. 

f7ar 28 

Mar 28 

Mar 29 

I 
Mar 29 

General, to . Harold H. Tit\J.s, Jr. U.S. Atty, Granting 
request for authority to apply to USDC for an order 
requiring Everette Howard Hunt, Jr., to give tes'timon~ witt 
a grant of immunity pursuant to 18 USC 6001 et seq. F'led. 

Sirica, C.J. 
Motion by u~.s. Atty for an order corr.pelling Everette He ward Hurt, 

Jr. to give testkmony before grand jury with a grant <f illll1unjty 
pur to 18 USC 6001 et seq, Filed in Open court, Heard 
& GRANTED • . (Rep-N. Sokal) Sirica, C.J. 

Order directing Everette Howard Hunt, Jr., to give tes imo~ 
before grand jury with a grant of immunity pur to 
18 USC 6001 et seq, (N) Sirica, C.J. 
Deft. Liddy's response to Govt motion under Title 18, 
u.s. Code, Section 6001, et al; c/s 3-29-73, Filed. 

Sirica, c.J. 
Transcript of proceedings of 3-26-73, pages 1-26, incl; 

court's copy. (Rep-N.Sokal) Sirico, c.J. 
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MARCH 28 -. APRIL 5 1973 

IN RE: Grand Jury Proceedings 

47.-73 __________ vs.------------ No.-------------

bate 

973 
Mar. 30 

Hal!'.,. 30-
Apr. 3 

Apr. . 3 

Apr. 3 

Apr. 4 

Apr. 5 

rpr. 5 

Apr. 11 

Apr. 12 

Proceedings 

Further hearing held on motion by U.S. Atty for an ord r 
compelling George Gordon Liddf to give testimony be 
fore Grand Jury pursuant to 18 USC 6001 et. seq. 

Fees 

Motion by U.S. Atty;~- (Rep-N.Sokal) Sirica C.J 
E~~O~. 

Motion by Govt. to adjudicate George Gordon Liddy in 

Total 

for his refusal to answer certain questions before d Ju 
as he was ordered to on 3-30-73, Filed In Open cou t, 
Heard & Granted. (Rep-N.Sokal) Sirica, C.J • 

Order finding that George Gordon Liddy has without jut 
cause refused to testify before grand jury as prev·ousl 
ordered & d5.recting that Mr. Liddy be confined unt · 1 
such time as he is willing to testify as ordered, 
provided, ho11ever, that the period of confinements all 
not exceed the . life of the grand jury, including e tens·ons, 
& shall in no case exceed 18 months, & further dir ti · t t 
Mr. Liddy be confined in the D.C. Jail for the dur tion f mpr·so e1 
under the contempt statute; counsel for Govt. top 
proposed findings of fact & conclusions of law to 
order no later than 4-9-73, (N) Sirica, c. 

Order staying execution of sentence in Cr. 1827-72 as 
~ this date to recommence at the conclusion of his 

confinement for contenpt as ordered. (Original fil 
in Cr. 1827-72) (N) Sirica, 

Motions (4) by US Atty for an order compelling Bernard 
L. Barker, Eugenio R. Martinez, Frank A. Sturgis & 
Virgilio R. Gonzalez to give testimony before gran 
jury with a grant of immunity pur to 18 USC 6001, 
et. seq, together with le t::er from Henry E. Fe '.:ers 
Asst. Atty. General, dated 3-15-73 to Harold H. Ti 
Jr., u.s. Atty, Granting request to seek order as h 
respondep.t, Filed in Open court, Heard & Granted; 
4 Orders~ one pertaining to each fespondent, signe 
(Rep-N.Sokal) Sirica, C.J 

Copy of Letter dated 3-15-73 from Henry E. Petersen, A st, 
Atty. General, to Harold H. Titus,Jr., U.S. Atty, 
_approvins; request :for authori t:r to apply for an or 
compeline; James W. McCord Jr~ to testify before e;r 
Jury with a grant of immunity pur. tol8 USC 6001 e. se, 
filed in Open Court. (Rep-N.Sokal) Sirica, 

Motion by Asst. U .s. Atty for an order compelling Jame H. :r, CC rd 
Jr. to .testify before grand jury with a grant of in uni ur. 
to T.18 USC 6001 et. seq, Heard & Granted •. fRep-N. okal 

Sirica, c.J. 
Order compelling .James W. i,TcCord Jr., testify before 

grand jury 1"1 th a grant of immmi ty pur. to 18 USC, 
6001 et. seq, (N) (Rep- N.Sokal) Sirica, C •• 

Notice of appeal by deft. George Gordon Liddy from the 
judgment of April 3, 1973; Copy mailed to Earl J. 
Silbert, Asst. U.S. Atty; Deposit by Maroulis, 
$5.00. 5 00 5 0( 

In Re: George Gordon Liddy: Findings of fact & conclu ions 
of Law finding George Gordon Liddy, .without just ca~se, 
hae refused to comply with an order of Court that h 
testify be:fore grand juq{T,,,!ij) ,~~ljl,Sokal) Siri _ca, _ .J • . 
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14. On March 27, 1973 Jeb Magruder met with John Mitchell in New 

York City and discussed the potential of Magruder's being brought before 

the grand jury on a perjury count. Magruder has testified that he 

received from Mitchell assurances respecting continued salary and that 

they discussed executive clemency. Mitchell has testified that with 

respect to support, he told Magruder that he "was a very outstanding 

young man and I liked and I worked with and to the extent that I 

could help him in any conceivable way, I would be delighted to do so." 

Mitchell has testified that he did not make any promises of executive 

clemency. During the conversation, Magruder asked for a meeting with 

Haldeman. 

Page 

14.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 806-07 •••••••••••••••• 340 

14.2 Jeb Magruder testimony, SSC Executive Session, 
June 12, 1973, 111-12 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 342 

14.3 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1633-34 •••••••.•••••• 344 
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Dean bet:?an to indicate some reluctance to discuss those meetings in 
the same'terms that I had discussed them at the grand jury, I knew the 
story would not hold up under a second investigation by your com
!11ittee, which, of course, had begun to hold hearings and also the grand 
]Ury. . 

Mr. DASH. Did you have a meeting with ~fr. Haldeman in .January 
1973~ 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes; I did. 
:Mr. DASH. Could you briefly tell us what the nature of that meetina 

was and what was discussed? 
:Mr. )faGRUDER. The meeting was for two purposes. I was the director 

of the inaugural at that time and was to discuss future employment 
regarding myself and also at that time there was a problem regarding 
Mr. Porter's employment and I had made certain assurances, )Ir. 
Mitchell had, about his employment and I wanted to be sure )fr. Hal
deman was aware of that. And then, third, and I realize now that these 
were probably taped conversations. I had some conversations with )lr. 
Dean in his office where he indicated a certain lack of memorv to 
events, and I became rather concerned. He indicated at one point that, 
wasn't that surprising how this plan was ever put into operation, and 
I said, "1Yell, John, surely you remember the meetings we attended" 
and he didn't seem to remember those meetings, and I said to myself 
som_ething is going to happen here if that continues. I think as it turned 
out these com·ersations were taped, so I thought I had better see Mr. 
Haldeman and tell him what had actually happened. I thought prob
ably that this was becoming scapegoat time and maybe I was going to 
be the scapegoat, and so I went to :Mr. Haldeman and I said I just want 
you to know that this whole 1Vatergate situation and the other activ
ities was a concerted effort by a number of people, and so I went 
through a literal monologue on what had occurred. That was my first 
discussion with Mr. Haldeman where I laid out the true facts. 

Mr. DASH. Do you know what day or date approximately in Jan
uary that occurred 1 

~fr. MAGRUDER. It would have been before the inaugural because we 
were still working on the inaugural but I would have to look in my 
diary"as to what date speeifically. r: Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when you met with Mr . .Mitchell 
sometime after the trial 1 

l\fr. M.\GRUDER. Yes. Well, the :McCord letter basicallv activated 
great concern in the sense-- ~ 

1\Ir. DASH. That letter, I think the record will show, was March 2;). 
l1r. ]faGRUDER. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. That was read out by Judge Sirica in the courtroom on 

the sentences on March 23. 
Mr. M.\GRUDER. That is correct, and that, of course. accelerated the 

process of concern on, I think, all of the pmticipnnt parties. I. on )fon
day, the 25th, went to see the two la,vyeI'S for the committee. _\s von 
are aware at this time I did not lrn,·e my own counsel so I was depe.nd
ing on counsel basically from our committee, and I went over my prob
lems with them, which I think were more acute at that time tiian the 
other participants and they agreed that I had a serious problem and 
suggested that I seP. n,tnin my own counsel. I think they then trans
mitted that concern of mine to )Ir. )Iiteh"ll lweaus<.> on Tuesd:lv he 
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called me in the Commerce Depa1tment and asked me to corne to Xew 
York. I flew to New York that aftl'rnoon, and discussed with him-

Mr. DASH. Do you know, what elate that was 1 
Mr. MAGRUDER. That would be :March 27. 
Mr. DASH. 27? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. A Tuesday. 
Mr. DASH. And the year we are talking about 1973? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. 1973. 
Mr. DAsH. What was your discussion with Mr. Mitchell in New 

York? 
Mr. 1\-:fAGRUDER. Well, I went through all of the problems I thought 

could occur because of the problems that renewed interest in this case 
would bring from your committee and from the grand jury and indi~ 
cated what should I do, and he inclicatBd that I should hold, that he 
would take care of things, that everything would be taken care of. 

Xow, at that time I realized that he was no longer directly inrnlved 
at the "'\vnite House, as he had been, and so I asked to see Mr. Haldeman 
with him the next day he was going to vVashington. 

J\fr. _DASH. But at that meeting, Mr. Magruder, what did you ask 
Mr. Mitchell to assure you of? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Agam I asked for the same assurances of salary and 
· being taken care of if I had to go away for any period of time. 

Mr. DASH. Did you mention Executive clemency i 
·Mr.MAGRUDER. Yes, I did. 
Mr. DASH. Then you say you asked for a meeting with Mr. 

Haldeman? 
. Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, I feel that it would be appropriate since this 

L was something now that he was more directly in rnlved on a day'-to-day 
basis. 

35-904 0 - 74 - p t . 1 - 23 

Mr. DASH. Did you have that meeting with Mr. Haldeman? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, I did. 
Mr. DASH. 'When? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. On the following day, Wednesday, March 28, I think. 
Mr. DASH. Who was present_? 
l\fr. MAGRUDER. Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Mitchell, and myself . 

. Mr. DAsH. "What was discussed? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Well, we discussed the same things that we had 

discussed with Mr. Mitchell, that I discussed with Mr. )Iitchell. Mr. 
Haldeman ·was very careful to indicate to me that he would help me 
in any way as a friend but could make no commitments for the Presi
dent; inchcated that the real problems were differences of opinion 
O\·er meetings, particularly the .Tanuary and February meetings, 
where, of course, my view was that since the three, Mr. Mitchell, oir. 
Dean, and I, had agreed to my testimony that they, therefore, should 
stay with that . agreement. 

::\Ir. Mitchell indicated, of course, he was willing to do this but 
::\Ir. Dean indi cntl'd that he had ,;ome question a.bout it. 

::\fr. D.,sH. Rut. ::\fr. )fag-ruder at. this time everybody knew. 
::\Ir. ::\L\GRUDER. :.\Ir. Halcleman--
:.\Ir. D.,srr. Ewr.d)Ody knew that that agreement was an agreement 

based on a false story, was th,1t not true? 
)fr. ::\L\GRUDER. Yes, that is correct. 
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Mr. Magruder. Earlier than that. 

Mr. ·Dash. tell us what happened. 

Mr. Magruder. We knew the Grand Jury was reconvening and 

we knew one mistake the prosecutors made, and the only mistake 

in defense of the prosecutors, that I think they made is they 

somehow missed Mr. Reisner. I knew as soon as they got to him 

the thing would collapse and when they got -- when they all got 

to Hr. Reisner I was fully aware then much more so than !-fcCord 

because I knew Mr. McCord's testimony would be hearsay but as 

soon as they got to Reisner I knew that the case would start 

~ollapsing rather quickly. So I went up to New York on a 

Tuesday and talked to Mr. Mitchell and went through the whole 

list of things I thought that I would need if I was going to be 

able to keep up with this story. 

Mr. Dash. What was that? 

Mr. Magruder. Oh, you know, family, taking care of the 

family, job, that kind of thing. Executive clemency. 

Mr. Dash. What did Mr. Mitchell say? 

Mr. Magruder. He was very positive but I knew he was only 

speaking for himself and he made that quite clear. In fact, I 

said I can't accept it just now from you because you are here 

in New York, so he asked me to meet with him and Haldeman the 

next day which I did. At that meeting -- I think Mr. Haldeman 

taped it as I understand Mr. Haldeman was very careful to 

say he would do anything he could as a friend ~o help me but he 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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couldn't speak for the President. There was a controversy over 

the meetings. 

Mr. Dash, Who was present at that? 

Mr, Magruder. Haldeman, Mitchell and myself. 

Mr. Dash. When was that? 

Mr. Magruder. The Wednesday after the Friday McCord -

the end of the trial. That would be March. 

Mr. Dash, March 23 was when Mr. HcCord's letter was r ead. 

Mr. Magruder. Tuesday I went to New York, at Mr. Mit

chell's request ,,ent to New York, discussed the problem. I 

indicated -- I had already decided that if it got to a Grand 

Jury place again that I would not be able to personally go 

through this process again but that I would still try to hold 

if we could work out some reasonable way we could hold with 

that story. Then --

Mr, Dash. Then you. 

Mr. Magruder. I went through with Mr. Mitchell all the 

questions. 

Mr. Dash. You said that. You weren't satisifed. 

LMr. Hr. Magruder. I asked to see Mr. Haldeman. 

Haldeman next morning. 

Hr. Dash. The 29th? 

·Mr. Magruder. The 49th. 

Mr. Dash. Who was present? 

Mr. Magruder. Just the three of u·s, 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Mr. MITCHELL. ,vell, I am sure it occurred to me and probablv on 
hindsight I probably should have. I do not think there is any doubt 
about it • 

· Mr. DASH. Diel you not think it was the President's prerogati \-e to 
lmow what to do about these matters? 

)fr. )IITCHELL. The decision had to be made: and it is a tough one, 
whether or not he is not involwd in it but he does not kno,~-about 
them, ,Yill this go away. I knew they were going to change the person
nel in the White House and hopefulJy they would be gone and he would 
not have to deal with it and he could go on to his second term, the 
second Presidency, without this problem. 

_)fr. DASH. But you were taking a major risk, were you not: )fr. 
Mitchell? 

~Ir. MITCHELL. I think you are taking a major risk anv time you 
have to deal with the ,Yhite Honse horrors under anv circumstances. 

)fr. D~\SH. Xow, you spoke to the President quite fi·equently on the 
telephone, you met with him, your logs indicate, so you did have plenty 
of opportunities, and on no occasion, I think it is your testimony, did 
you speak to the President about these matters 1 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, which matters are we talking about? 
Mr. DASH. Again, the ·white House--
l\fr. MITCHELL. About disclosing these matters. 
Mr. D.\SH. Disclosing the matters, the ,vhite House horrors, the 

break-in. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I did not-well, let us not pass this orer to the point 

where-on the 20th of June when I talked to him I apologized to him 
for not knowing what the hell had happened and I should haw kept a 
stronger hand on what the people in the committee were doing, et 
cetera. And then, further on down the road in these political meetings 
that are shown on the logsi there were discussions about appointing a 
commission of the type of the ·warren commission to investigate this 
.matter, and special prosecutors and things like that. I do not want to 
leave the impression that it was never touched under any circum
stances. 

Mr. D_.\SH. I am not talking about when you talked about ·water
gate as such. I am talking about the so-called coverup, the '1'hite House 
horrors and what your own knowledge, based on information given 
you, as to w·ho was involved in the break-in of the DNC. ~ 

l\Ir. )I ITC HELL. I answered that I did not talk to him about it. 
Mr. DASH. I know, but on the 20th-- . 
Mr. l\hTCHELL. I also answered in hindsight it probably would have 

· been a better idea if I had. r-- Mr. DASH. Now, also on l\Iarch 27 did l\Ir. )fagruder come to see you 
I in New York? 
· Mr.l\I1TCHELL. Yes,sir,hedid. 

l\Ir. DASH. And do you recall that he testified that he came because 
he began to be a,rnre or concernerl that things might unmwl and, 
then•fore. wanted assurances from vou that he be taken care of. Do vou .-
recall that? · · 

l\Ir. )InnrnLL. I recall very well, l\Ir. Dash. because of the :fact that 
there was. based in the l\IcCord lettc-r to Judge Sirica, and l\Ir. l\Ia
grmler ,nrnted to talk to me about the potenti,i.ls of his being brought 
back before the grand jury on a perjury count. 
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Mr. DASH. Did you promise him at that time, as he testified, that 
to the best of your ability, though you no longer were in office, you 
would help him to either get Exe cutiv e clemency, support, or rehabil
itation, any of the things ,ve have been asking about? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let us take Executive clemency. :So, I have never 
promised that to anybody. Obviously, there is no basis upon which I 
could. 

·with respect to, you were talking about support and so forth, what I 
told J eb Magruder was that I thought he ".-as a very outstandin g young 
man and I liked and I worked with and to the extent that I could help 
him in any conceivable way, I would be delighted to do so. 

And this was exactly the same conversation that ,ve had the next day 
down at Haldeman's office. 

Mr. D . .\.SH. Did Mr. :Magruder then ask for that meeting with )Ir. 
Haldeman? 

l\fr. DASH. Did he feel he needed that assurance from somebody still L Mr. ;\frrCHELL. Oh, yes. 

in the White House? . 
Mr. MITCHELL. That is right. · 
Mr. DASH. And met with )Ir. Haldeman on the 28th of )!arch 1 

. ::M:r. MITCHELL. 28th of March, that is correct. 
Mr. DASH. ·what kind of assurances were being sought by :Mr. l\fa. 

gruder there and what was being given to him? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Magruder ·was again concerned-well, he did 

not express it too directlv-that he thought he might become the fall 
guy. It seems to me that ·everybody around this town involved in this 
all thought they were going-to become a fall guy. 

)fr. DASH. Did you, Mr. )Iitchell? 
Mr. MTTCHELL."Did H Xo. Contrary to the story tha,t I have read I 

did not belie,·e that to be the case. I ·am quite anxiously ·waiting-to see 
if there is some possibility of that other than some misguided counsel 
who wrote a piece of paper from which cross-examination was to be 
made. 

Mr. DASH. Getting back to Mr. Haldeman and ~fr. Magruder's meet
ing with you on 'March 28--

)fr. MITCHELL. Yes, it was the same general discussion. "I may have 
problems with my perjury. I don't have any money. am I going to be 
deserted, are you people still going to be friends, will I be able to get 
counsel." ·and thi s tvpe of conversation. 

Mr. DASH. Did Mr. Haldeman make any kind of promises to Mr. 
)fagruder at that time, in your presen ce? 

Mr. MITCHELL. None other than the fact to help him as a friend and 
I think )fr. Haldeman has testified to ithat. 

Mr. DASH. Now, did you e.-er have a meeting with }Ir. :Magntder 
and }fr. Dean after that meeting with :\fr. Haldeman '? 

)fr. )lITCHELL. yes sir. 
Mr. DASH. ,vhat was that meeting about? 
)fr. }1ITCHELL. "Well, this was held at Jiagmder's request because 

he ·again was concerned about thi s periury question that he might 
haw, and the meeting was a quick rnnthronp-h ag-ain of th e reco11E'c
tion of the in<lividna1s as to wh,\t ,.-as discussed nrior to )Ir. 
:Magruder's third appearance befor e th e grand jury back 111 September. 
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15. On March 27, 1973 the President met from 11:10 a.m. to 1:30 p.m. 

with John Ehrlichman and from 11:35 a.m. to 1:35 p.m. with H. R. Haldeman. 

Ehrlichman has testified that at this meeting the President directed him 

to contact Attorney General Kleindienst. The President has stated that 

on March 27, 1973 he directed that Kleindienst be told to report directly 

to the President anything he found in the Watergate area. The President 

has produced an edited transcript of this conversation and a sununary of 

that transcript has been prepared. 
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15, l MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND H.R. HALDEMAN, 
MARCH 27 1973 

H. R. Haldeman · 

March 24, 1973 

AM 11:36 

PM 12:15 

March 25, 1973 

AM 9:35 
10:10 

March 26, 1973 

AM 9:39 
· 10:15 

PM 1:15 

March 27, 1973 

2:55 

I :05 

1:00PM 

3:45 

AM 9:47 [!l,35 10:55 
1:30PM 

PM 4:20 
6:05 

March 28, 

AM 8:45 
PM 12:45 

4:20 
7: l 7 
8:50 

1973 

5:20 
7:10 

9:00 
1:45 

4:Lrn 
7:32 
9:09 

-59-

President placed local call to Haldeman 

President met with Haldeman 

President placed local call to Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

President placed local call to Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

Ziegler 11:00 - 12:15 

President met with Haldeman 
Ziegler . 

President met with Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

Ehrlichman 
Ziegler 
Bull 

President met with Haldeman 
· President met with Haldeman 

President met with Haldeman 
President met with Haldeman 

Bull 

3:10 - 3:11 

11:10 - 1:30 
11:30 - 11:40 
11 :45 - 11:46 and 

1:16 1:17 

1:16 - 1:17 
President met with Mr. Haldeman 
President plac ed local call to Haldeman 
President received local call from Haldeman 
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15, 2 MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND JOH.N EHRLICHMAN, 
MARCH 2 7 19 73 

·Jo'hn D. Ehdichman 

J\brch 23, 1973 

AM 11 :34 

11:46 

March 27, 1973 
11:07 

AM 11:10 

PM 6:03 

March 28, 1973 

PM 7:55 

March 29, 1973 

11 :41 

12:05PM 

11:08 
1:30PM 

6:05 

7:56 

PM 5:35 6:24 
PM 2:45 4:20 

6:25 6:26 

March 30, 1973 

AM 9:07 10:18 

Ftv1 12:02 12:18 

President received long distance call from 
Mr. Ehrlich man 

President received long distance call from 
Mr. Ehrlichman 

President placed local call to Mr. Ehrlichman 
President met with Mr. Ehrlichrr..a.n 

(Mr. Ziegler 11:30-11:40} 
{Mr. Haldeman 11:35-1:30} 
(Mr. Bull 11:45-11:46) 

President placed local call to :Eh .rlichm.an 

President placed local call to Ehrlichnian 

101536 
President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Mr. Haldeman 2:46-4:45) 
(Mr. Ziegler 3:01-3:30} 
(Marjorie P. Acker 4:05-4:06) 

President placed local call to Ehrlichman 

President met with Messrs. Ehrlichman, 
Helmut Sonnenfeldt, George P. Shultz to 
discuss domestic issues & Sec. Shultz's 
trip to Western Europe & U.S. S.R. 

President met with 1\/[essrs. Ehrlichman and 
Ziegler 
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other words, he was not going to move against anybody until he had 
this tlown and could see what this follow really had and then wonlcl go 
forward. 

Senator Gun.:-:F.Y. "\Yell nov:, around abot1t this time or somewhat 
later, and there are so many meetings here that I have really forgotten 
,vhich occun-ed ~-hen, so perhaps I am going to have to rely on you for 
that, but did the President lift the phone up at any time and say. ",John 
I mrnt you to come oYer to the office here and taik about 1Yatergate, 
what vou know about it. 11 

Jtr:EHRLICH::\I.\X. No, sir, not until way late in the game. He lifted 
up the phone one day and called me down and said, "I am satisfied 
that John Dean is in this so deeply that he simply cannot any longer 
ha,e anything to do with it." 

Senator GuRNEY. That is when he transferred the assignment to 
vou? 
· )fr. EHRLICH3IAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator GURXEY. 1Vhat date was that! 
Mr. EHRLICH3IAN. :March 30. , 
Senator GUR~"""ET. And tell us again ·precisely what transpired in 

that phone conversation beyond what you have already. . - _ 
Mr._ EHRLICHlIAN. Well, tha.t was a meeting in the President's office 

on March 30, and it was, as I recall, quite brief. We had had, we were 
getting ready t?_ leave that same day, as a matter of fact, for Cali
fornia, and he called me down, I am looking for the time t-0 help me, 
to recall the time of departure here. Yes, we leaYe at 3 o'clock in 
the afternoon, we had had a. long meeting that morning with Secre
tary Shultz and Mr. Sortnenfeld about the economy, and that ran 
from 9 a.m. to about, I don't know, what, 10 a.m. or 11 a,m., something 
of that kind,· a long session, as I recall. He called me down for just 
about 10 minutes at noontime, and said what I have just told you, 
and I said, "Well, what is it you expect me to do basically" and he 
said, "I want you to step into what Dean has ~n doing here. I need 
to know -about executive privilege, I need to 'know about attorney
client privilege, I need to have somebody set this strategy with regard 
to testifying at the committee and the -grand jury and these other 
places and I need to know where the truth lies in this thing ." And rthe only tipoff that •I had had to that was a request from him on the 
27th, I believe it was, yes, on the 27th. 

Senator 'GURNEY. Is that the meeting between 11 ~m. and 1 p.m. 
,vith the President~ 

l\fr. EHRLICHMAN. I believe-:..-yes, yes indeed. That was for the pur
pose of dictating to me a list of questions that he wanted put to the 
.\ttorney General, and I believe that telephone call to the Attorney 
General which actually was not comple-ted until the next day b~cause 
he was traveling, is in your ·file, phon~ call :Vith Klein~ienst on the 
~8th. an<l I then went down a handwritten list of questions that the 
President had put to me about tht> progrt>SS of the. case. about the 
inrnlrnment of .John )fitchell, possible, any pc,:;;,ibh•. e,·itlence that 
Kleindienst might ha\·e: any po~'-ible Hidence of anyhody Pl~ being 
i11rnh·ed at the Committee To Re-Elrct. :mv e,·icfonce of any \\11ite 
rr ouse staff being in rnh ·ecl and the Pn:-sident' tolrl me to tl'll tlit> .\ttor
n,•y General that if he had any such e\·idence or if he den-loped any 
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such lWitlence, thlt hP-was thPn to tnrnsmit it <lin·etly to th~ Pr~idPnt, 
not. through me, not thro1wh anvhodv l'lse at the ,vhite House hut 
di;·cct to tlie J>re:'>i<lent, anrl in ti1at n1t•.',Sage I did, as you see in the 
trn 11c,,cri pt. that I tl icl tral1smit tot he .Attorney G(>nernl. 

S::>tHi.torGn::-:EY. Do we h:H-e those questions that he----
l\fr. EHRLIC1nnx. Xo, sir, yo11 do not. They a1v n-pad of my notes 

of tlw meeting of th~ 27th which are in the P,·e:;id~nt's fiJe. 
Sl'nator G1.<{:,.;EY. How many questions were . ti ten.~? 
)fr. EnRLTCIDIA:'.'.". 'Well, tf1ere are about 10 or 12 topics, I think, 

writtenoutonapieceofpaper. . . 
Senator GLR:."EY. '\Yould you gfre us to the best of your- recollectwn 

what the topics wer·e and -rhat the que:stions were ·1 . 
~fr. EH?.LICIDI.\X. I think I can do that best. Senator. bY lookmg at 

that telephone com·ersation ancl-be~ause I think that that transcript 
is quite- faithful to the list. I jnst went down 5hc list in talking with 
the Attorney General. I don't seem to have that m my--

Senator G'C'RX'EY. The telephone. 
Mr. Emu.:rc1nux. The telephone call with )fr. Kleindienst on the. 

28th. . . 
Senator GmtNEY~ I wonder if the committee would hand -this to the 

witne.ss, ·l\ir. Ehrlichman. That apparently is it. If we have anothe1· 
copy I wish I could have it, too, but I think it is better you ham it at 
the moment. . ·: 

Mr. EHRLICIDIAN. We hate a copy here; I may have stuck it back in 
the file. · 

Thank you very much. 
Senator GUR::n;Y. I have a copy here now. 

L:
. Senator ERVIN. Let the reporter assign that .the appropriate exhibit 
umber.- . · 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 99. *J · 
l\Ir. EuRLICH;,.rAx. Actually the first sentence, as •I rec,111, is only 

partly Of\ this transcript and it said, "There are a number of things 
the President wanted me to cover with you," and only the latter half 
of.that sentence is in the transcript. 

Senator GURNEY. If we could, l\fr. Ehrlichman, this is .-ery impor
tant, but if you could summarize these as brieflv as you can it will help 
out the committee because I think my own time is nmning out here . 
. Mr. EHRLICfDL\N. You will see in the fourth paragrnph I said~. 

"No. 1, he wanted me to ask you these two things that I did yesterday 
about the gnmd jury and about Baker," meaning- Senator Baker, aucl 
then we go into an inquiry about some statements that Senator '\Yeicker 
had made to the press which the President had asked Pat Gray to check 
int-0. Then, and tha ·President wanted a repo1t. on whether Senator 
'\Yeicker had any eYiclence or not to support these a&>ertions. 

Senator GaxEY. I think perhaps you h:1.d. better explain :t little . 
mon:, a.bout Senator Baker who is not hne so we c,rn know that there 
1s no--

Mr. Emu .rcH1r.,x. '\rel!. the PrP:-ident had dt>::,i!!lUted .Toh!! De;m a~ 
the \\'l1ite )fouse contact on '\'\';1krg:tte. or th,, \thit~, HoH:31:' 1e,n!nun 
on \\'aterir:1tt>. ,b r :;,H· in }\·hrnary. 11 .. li;id ab:) ,k~i~naktl th,• .\tror
ney ( 1PilP.rnl a.,.; tlt ,· :1;1mini,-tratioi'1 eo1\L1ct to t!w t'O;nmitr•'t'. :1:t1l h:1d 

•;.;~,.. µ. Z!H4. 
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Ifr w:c, bo11J ,,:i \L.i.y '2, l'Jt,1-, in ~ewark, X.J. :,fr. 

A 1tfl011>tccme11t of lr1tention 'l.'o Nominate 
l!arry]. Hogan To Be Associate Direclnr for 
Policy and Program Development. 

J!o g·an wets gradu~ttcd n1agnct cum laud~ from Princet()n 
University, received his LLB. from Columbia Law 
School, ,tn<l n.:ccived his Ph. D. in Arnerican Hiscor,-from 
George Washiugton University. He served in th~ U . .S. 
Navy during World War II, att,,ining the rank of 
commander. 

.·l11gwt 2 I, 1973 

The Prt'.5i<lent today announced his intention to nomi
nate Harry J. Hogan, of Bethesda, l\·[d., to be Associate 
Director of ACTION for Policy and Program Develop
mtnt. He will succeed Charles W. Ervin, who resigned ef
ftni,·e September 4, l 9i3. 

From 1947 to 1952, ~fr. Hogan was ou the legal staff 
of the Tennessee Valley Authorit; •, the Bureau of Land 
Management, and the Bureau of Indian Affairs. From 
1952 to 1961, he was engaged in the private practice of 
faw in The Dalles, Oreg., where he was twice elected Dis
trict Attorney ( 1956 and 19fi0). from 196) to 19158, ).fr. 
Hogan served as general counsel of the Bonne,-ille Power 
Administration, in Portland, Oreg.; as As.,ociate Solicitor 
for Water and Power of the Department of the. Interior, 
and a, Legislative Counsel of the Depart!llcnt of the 
Interior. 

Sine,: 1972, l\.fr. Hogan has been director of govern
ment relations for Catholic University, in Washington, 
D.C. From 1971 to 1972, he was engaged in the private 
practice of law, sen·ed as a consultant on educational and 
environmental matters, and was professor of law at Dela
ware Law School, in ·wilmington, Del. From 1969 to 
11171, he was counsel of the House Special Subcommittee 
on Education. 

l\fr. Hogan is married and has three daughters. The 
Hogans r~side in Bethesda, l\Id. 

f'li'OTE: The announcement was released in San Clemente, Calif. 

!THE PRESIDENT'S NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
L AUGUST 22, 1973 

Held at the Western White House 

SECRETARY OF STATE 

THE PRESIDENT. Ladies and gentlemen, I have an announcement before 
going to your questions. 

It is with the deep sense of not only official regret, but personal 
regret, that I announce the resignation of Secretary of State William 
Rogers, effective September 3. A letter, which will be released to the 
press after this conference, will indicate my appraisal of his work as 
Secretary of State. 1 

I will simply say at this time that he wanted to leave at the con
clusion of the first 4 years. He agreed to stay on because we had some 
enormously important problems coming up, including the negotiations 
which resulted in the end of the ,,-ar in Vietnam, the Soviet summit, the 
European Security Conference, as well as in other areas-Latin America 
and in Asia-where the Secretary of State, as you know, has been quite 
busy over these past 8 months. 

As he returns to priv:it!". life, we ,,·ill not 011ly miss him, in term;; 0f 
his official service, but I shall particuldrly miss him bcc;111sl'. of his ha\·ing 
br.en, through the year,, a \Try close per,nn::il friend :rnd advi,c'r. 

That per sonal friendship :rnd ad\'icc, ho\, ·,'.\'tT, [ hope still to han' 
the benefit of, and I know th:1t I ,,·ill. 

1 Fuc ,1n t!~c hanf{e of ll'ltt:'rs ht·t\vc=:t·n th,: l1rt·-.:(ft.nt and ~t'(:-ret.uy of St:1t'-· Ru :..:::~r~. 
:-;1·c p:t;~t: 1 (>2:) of tlti.,; is~u~:. , 

Volume 9-Nu,'Tlb~t J; 
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I :ri.: Pru:sIDE~T. 1 ,;'.lr!'t believe, fitsl, i~ ·,vnulJ safr.;~y 
thP. public min<l, and it should not. The second point is 
that a, }.Ir. Wright , who argued the ~.Lsc, I understand 
,err wdl, before Judge Sirica this morning, has indicated, 
le) lia,·e the tapes li;tened to-he indicated this also in 
hi, brief-either by a prosecutor or by a judge or i11 
camera, or in any way, would violate the principle of con
fakntiality, and I believe he is correct. That is why we 
.,re standing firm on the proposition that we will not agree 
to the Senate committee's desire to have, for example, its 
chief investigator listen to the tapes, or the Special Prose
cutor's desire to hear the tapes, and also why we will op
pose, as Mr. Wright did in his argument this morning, 
any compromise of the principle of confidentiality. 

Let me explain very carefully that the principle of 
confidentiality either exists or it does not exist. Once it 
is compromised, once it is known that a conversation that 
is held with the President can be subject to a subpoena by 
a Senate committee, by a grand jury, by a prosecutor, and 
be listened to by anyone, the principle of confidentiality 
is thereby irreparably damaged. Incidentally, let me say 
that now that tapes are no longer being made, I suppose 
it could be argued that, what difference does it make now, 
now that these tapes are also in the past. What is involved 
here is not only the tapes; what is involved, as you ladies 
and gentlemen well know, is the request on the part of 
the Senate committee and the Special Pro~ecutor, as well, 
that we turn over Presidential papers ; ·in other words, the 
records of conversations with the President made by his 
associates. Those papers, and the tapes as well, cannot be 
turned over without breaching the principle of confiden
tiality. It was President Truman that made that argument 
very effectively in his letter to a Senate committee, or his 
response to a Congn:ssional committee, a House com
mittee it was, in 1953, when they asked him to tum over 
his papers. So whether it is a paper or whether it is a tape, 
what we have to bear in mind is that for a President to 
conr!uc:t the affairs of this office and conduct them effec
tively, he must be able to do so with the principle of con
fidentiality intact. Otherwise, the individuals who come 
to talk to him, whether it is his advisers, or whether it is 
a visitor in the domestic field, or whether it is someone in 
a foreign field, will always be speaking in a eunuch-like 
way, rather than laying it on the line as it has to be laid 
on the line if you are going to have the creative kind of 
discussion that we have often had, and it has been respon
sible for some of our successes in the foreign policy period, 
particularly in the past few years. 

Q. Mr. President, could you tell us w!w you personally 
talkt'.d to in directing that inYestigations be made both in 
]lin e fJi '72, shortly after the Watergat,: int"ident, and l?.~t 
~Iarch 21, when you g0t new c, idencc and ordered a 
rnnn · int ensive in, ·es!igatinn'! 

T1!E P1u:s1':lr:-:; 'r. Ccrt;iinly. In .f,rn c. l , of cour.-r, 
Ltik:·,I tr; !\:fr. i\IacCrcgor first of all, whrJ \\:as the UC\\ ' 

, l1.1irm;, 11 of the co1111ni11,·e. He tuld Ill<'. that lw would 
C;.Jl\diict a thorough inve-;ti,i::ation a~ far~' " hi" entire cc1111~ 

rnit!ee st,!ff, 1,v::1~ C\Ji'1Cerne<l. \pp:trcntly that ::r:c i.~;_.~~ttion 
was very cikr:tive except for :\1r . .\fagruder, who stayed 
on. But Mr. ?dacGrcgor does; not have t0 as,l:rm: re-;pon
sibility for th;.t. I say not responsibility for it becau;;e ba
sically what happened there was that he believed Mr. 
.\Iagruder, and many others ha\"e beliC\·ed him, too. He 
proved, however, to be wrong. 

In the White · Haus.:; the investigation's responsibility 
was given to Mr. Ehrlichman at the highest level, and in 
turn he delegated them to Mr. Dc:an, the White House 
Counsel, something of which I was aware, and of which 
I approved. 

Mr. Dean, as White House Counsel, therefore sat in 
on the FBI interrogations of the members of the White 
House Staff because what I wanted to know was whether 
any member of the \Vhite House Staff was in any way in
\"Olved. If he was involved, he would be fired. And when 
we met on September 15, and again throughout our dis
cussions in the month of March, Mr. Dean insisted that 
there was not-and I use his words-"a scintilla of evi
dence" indicating that anyone on the White House Staff 
was involved in the planning of the Watergate break-in. 

Now, in terms of after March 21, Mr. Dean first was 
given the responsibility· to \vrite his own report, hut I did 
not rest it there. I also had a contact made with the Attor
nev General himself, Attorney General Kleindienst, told 
hi~-it was on the 27th of March-to report to ine di
rectly anything that he found in this particular area, and I 
ga\"e the responsibility to Mr. Ehrlichman on the 29th of 
l\Iarch to continue the im:-estigation that Mr. Dean was 
unable to conclude, having spent a week at Camp David 
and unable to finish the report . 

Mr. Ehrlichman questioned a number of people in that 
period at my direction, including Mr. l\.Iitchell, and I 
should also point out that as far as my own activities were 
concerned, I was not lea,·ing it just to them. I met at great 
length with Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Dean 
and Mr. Mitchell on the 22d. I discussed the whole matter 
with them. I kept pressing for the view that I had had 
throughout, that we must get this story out, get the truth 
out, whate\"er and whoever it is going to hurt, and it was 
there that Mr. Mitchell suggested that all the individuals 
involved in the White House appear-in an executi,·e ses
sion before the Ervin committee. We never got that far, 
h..it at least that is an indication of the extent of my own 
investigation . 

Q. Mr. President, yon ha, ·e said repeatrolr that you 
tried to get all the facts, and ju;t now you mentioned the 
:\larch 22 meeting. Yet former . .\ttornev General John 
.\fitchdl qid that if you had e,·er aslzed him at any time 
about the \\",ttergate matt<~r. he would ha\"c told y0u the 
whole .,tory, chapter and ,·,'.1,e. \\"as .\fr. :\fit cheil not 
,p~aking the truth ,,·h,·H he said that h\'fo:·e the 
\ on unittec? 

T'rn: PRFSlnE:-,.:T. :\nw, ~!r. I.i :-:~1.gor. I :un I~<)t g~)ing to 
qt!c,tion ;\Ir. :\liLchdi", ,-er:tcit,, ;i'.1d l "·ill ,,nlv <'1) th,H 
thrnu.c'.h""' T lt"d confi,kn, ·c ,n ;\ [r. ;\ !itd1d!. \ [ r . .\ [itch-
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SUMMARY OF WHITE HOUSE EDITED TRANSCRIPT 

MARCH 27, 1973, 11:10 A.M. TO 1:30 P.M. 

On March 27, 1973, the President met in his EOB office 

with Haldeman, Ehrlichman and Ziegler between 11:10 a.m. and 1:30 p.m. 

The meeting opened with a brief discussion of creation of a "Watergate 

Commission." (pp. 1,...2) The President then discussed with Ziegler and 

Ehrlichman possible responses to press inquiries concerning whether 

John Dean would testify before a grand jury. (pp. 2 ff.) In the 

middle of this discussion there is a notation "Material unrelated to 

Presidential action deleted," (p. 4) The President instructed Ziegler, 

should an inquiry be made, to "stall them off today" by stating that 

"that is not before us at this time" but that "there will be complete 

cooperation consistent with the responsibilities that everybody has on 

the separation of powers" and consistent with Mr. Dean's responsibility 

as Counsel. (p. 6) The President told Ziegler to refer to Dean as 

Counsel to the White House rather than Counsel to the President. (p. 4) 

The discussion of this topic concludes with the notation "Material un,... 

related to Presidential actions deleted." (p. 7) 

Ehrlichman told the President that he would soon be given 

names of possible nominees for the position of Director of the FBI. 

Ehrlichman said, "I hope you will look into that guy that (unintelligible) 

mentioned." The President responded that "A judge with a prosecuting 

background might be a hell of a good thing." The President indicated 
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that a new nomination should be anno\lllced at the same time as with

drawal of Gray's nomination is announced, and he hoped this would take 

place the following week. (p. 7) 

The President and Ehrlichman discussed getting Attorney 

General .Kleindienst "out front." The President at one point apparently 

misinterpreted a statement by Ehrlichman to mean "get him [Kleindienst] 

out of the office" [of Attorney General], and said "I am afraid its 

(unintelligible) of canning him right away." (p. 8) 

Haldeman said all he had was Dean's report and that "I did 

not talk to Mitchell, because this thing changed what you might want 

from Mitchell." Haldeman said that Paul O'Brien thought "Mitchell could 

cut this whole thing off, if he would just step forward and cut it off"; 

that O'Brien said "The fact of the matter is as far as [O'Brien] could 

determine, Mitchell did sign off on the Liddy Plan; according to O'Brien, 

"if that's what it is, the empire will crack." Haldeman said Dean also 

believed Mitchell did sign off, but that neither O'Brien nor Dean was 

able to prove that. (p. 9) 

According to Haldeman, Magruder told O'Brien that the Liddy 

plan was put together "by the White House, by Haldeman, Dean and 

others." Haldeman said he did have a discussion with Mitchell about 

the need for intelligence activity, but that this was before Liddy was 

hired by the Committee. (p. 10) Haldeman related that O'Brien said Liddy, 

after having joined CRP, developed two intelligence plans that had 

-2-
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been rejected or "didn't get bought," but that later Colson told 

Magruder to "at least listen" to the plans, and that Strachan called 

Magruder and said Haldeman told him to get this going, "[t]he 

President wants it done and there is to be no more arguing about it." 

Haldeman said Magruder told Mitchell that Strachan "had told him to 

get it going on Haldeman's orders on the President's orders" to 

which Mitchell allegedly responded "OK, if they say do it, go ahead," 

referring to the Liddy program including the bugging. {pp. 10-11) 

Haldeman then said Magruder said that at some later point Mitchell read 

the riot act to Liddy "on the poor quality of (unintelligible)." 

Haldeman mentioned Dean's theory that Mitchell and Magruder 

realized "that they now have their ass in this thing, and ••• are 

trying to untangle it," not necessarily "working together again." 

Haldeman said Dean believed that "In the process of that they are mixing 

apples and oranges for their own protection" and "remembering various 

things in connection with others, like Liddy and Hunt." At this point 

the transcript notes ''Material not related to Presidential actions 

deleted." {p. 12) 

Haldeman then said that Dean said Magruder did not realize 

how little Dean told Liddy and that Dean "never got into any setting 

up an elaborate intelligence apparatus." Haldeman reiterated what 

Dean said occurred at the two Liddy plan meetings in Mitchell's office, 

-3-
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and then told the President that after the second meeting Dean told 

Haldeman "that he had just seen this wrap-up on it, and that it was 

impossible," that "they shouldn't be doing it," and that "we 

shouldn't be involved in it and we ought to drop the whole thing." 

(pp. 13-14) Dean further had told Haldeman Dean thought "'they 

had turned it off and in any event I wanted to stay ten miles away 

from it, and did."' After that, Haldeman said Dean told him, the 

problem from early January was that Liddy "was never really given any 

guidance" from Mitchell or Magruder. (p. 14) 

Haldeman told the President that "O'Brien says that Magruder's 

objective in holding at the moment is a meeting with Mitchell and me" 

and that "what he has told the lawyers, that will be a shot across the 

bough [sic] and tear down the meeting place." According to Haldeman, 

"O'Brien doesn't really believe Jeb, but he's not sure." (p. 15) 

The President asked whether O'Brien and Parkinson were involved in 

the Watergate matter and Haldeman responded that they were involved 

in post-June 17 activities. 

Haldeman told the President that Hunt was at the grand jury 

that day and "we don't know how far he is going to go." (p. 16) 

Haldeman said, referring to Hunt, "The danger area for him is on the money, 

that he was given money." Haldeman stated to the President that Hunt was 

not as desperate today as he was yesterday, but that he was still on the 

brin~ or at least shaky. Haldeman said the reason Hunt was shaky was 
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that McCord had talked and probably would walk out scot free. The 

President said "Scot free and a hero," and Haldeman said "And he 

[Hunt] doesn't like th~t. He figures here's my turn. And that he may 

go II The President responded, "That's the way I would think all 

of them would feel." However, O'Brien felt, according to Haldeman, 

that Hunt would not seek "to get people" but would gradually "do what 

he had to do" to "take care of himself" and get himself into the same 

position as McCord. Haldeman said, "He feels, in summary, that on 

both Hunt and Magruder questions we're not really in the crunch that we 

were last night" and "he is not as concerned as he was when he talked 

with you last night." (p. 17) 

Haldeman (apparently passing on Dean's view) said Judge Sirica 

probably would grant immunity to Liddy, and that Liddy's "intention, as 

of now at least, is to refuse to talk" despite immunity, so he would be 

in contempt. The President said, "I will almost bet that is what Liddy 

will do." (pp. 17-18) 

The President and Ehrlichman stated that they believed that 

Dean had no prior knowledge of the break-in. (pp. 18-19) The President 

also stated that he knew "most everybody except Bob, and perhaps you, 

think Colson knew all about it," but indicated he did not think that 

Colson knew about the intelligence plan. The President said Colson was 

"always coming to me with ideas" but didn't mention it, although "I 

think he would have said, 'Look we've gotten some information.'" "But," 

...;5_ 
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the President said, "I was talking to Colson, remember exlusively 

about -- and maybe that was the point exclusively about issues." 

(p. 19) The President said "as a matter of fact I didn't even know 

I didn't know frankly that the Ellsberg thing, etc. -- electronically 

thing -- you know what I mean?" The President, after an "unintelligible" 

remark by Ehrlichman, went on to say "And I guess you deliberately 

didn't want me -- ", to which Ehrlichman responded "Well, sir, I 

didn't know ••• what this crowd were up to until afterwards." The 

President said "Right." (p. 20) 

The President said that 

Well, the thing is too, that I know they talk 
about this business of Magruder's, saying that 
Haldeman had ordered, the President had ordered, 
etc., of all people who was surprised on the 17th 
of June -- I was in Florida -- was me •••• And 
I read the paper. What in the name of (expletive 
removed) is this? I just couldn't believe it. 
So you know what I mean -- I believe in playing 
politics hard, but I am also smart. What I can't 
understand is how Mitchell would ever approve. 
(p. 21) 

The President said that Mitchell and Liddy could both be 

telling the truth, because although Mitchell could say he never approved 

the plan, Liddy just assumed he had abstract approval. (p. 23) The 

President said 

You've got to figure the lines of defenses that 
everybody's going to take here. That's Mitchell's. 
Right? What's Haldeman's line of defense? Haldeman's 
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line of defense, "I never approved anything of 
the sort. I just" -- you know that -- What's 
Ehrlichman's? There is no doubt he knows 
nothing about it. {pp. 23-24) 

After a brief discussion of earlier wiretapping involving 

Ehrlichman, which the President suggested "You would say it was 

ordered on a national security basis," Ehrlichman said: 

Let me go back and pick up this business about 
taps. I think -- I have done some checking and 
I want you to get the feel for what I would say 
if this Hunt thing slopped over on me. {p. 24) 

The President responded that "Incidentally, my view is -- I don't know 

Hunt -- I don't think Hunt will do that." Ehrlichman said he did not 

think so either, and the President said, "You don't think he is going 

to have to take a fall for {unintelligible) any burglary? If he does 

11 Ehrlichman then outlined his proposed "line of response," that 

from the time he [Ehrlichman] was Counsel to the President "we were very 

concerned" over national security leaks; tha't there had been three 

serious national security breaches: Szulc, the Pentagon Papers and 

the Pakistan-India incidents; that Hunt became involved because 

at the time of the Pentagon Papers "we" had concerns about the relation

ship of that leak to other leaks. {pp. 24-25) Ehrlichman told the 

President that "we moved very vigorously on the whole cast of characters 

in the Pentagon Papers thing" and that "some of our findings have never 

come out." {p. 25) Ehrlichman told the President that it was not until 
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after the Los Angeles operation occurred that he found out about the 

entry into Ellsberg's psychiatrist's office. Ehrlichman informed the 

President that a request was made for a second entry, but he denied 

the request. (p. 26) 

Ehrlichman said that Krogh admitted to having authorized the 

Ellsberg burglary and if asked was willing to say so and to resign 

from the Department of Transportation and get out of town. The Presi

dent asked, "Should he [resign]?," and Ehrlichman said 

I don't think he will have to. Number one, I don't 
think Hunt will strike him. If he did, I would put 
the national security tent over this whole operation. 

The President said "I sure would." (p. 26) 

Ehrlichman then said he would say a lot of things went on in 

the national interest that involved taps, entry, interrogation, and a 

lot of things, "and I don't propose to open that up to (unintelligible) 

just hard line it." The President said "I think that is what you have 

to do there." (pp. 26-27) 

Haldeman then returned to the subject of Dean's idea of estab

lishing a Connnission -- a "super panel" -- that would possess complete in

vestigative and judicial responsibility over the entire Watergate affair. 

(pp. 27-28) Haldeman told the President that Dean saw two major advantages 

to the Connnission. The first was that the Connnission would take a long 
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time to get set up and it would not complete its hearings and make 

its findings before the 1 74 election. The second advantage, Haldeman 

said, was that the President would maintain "the ultimate stroke" of 

being able to pardon anybody on January 19, "so the potential ultimate 

penalty. could be about two years." (pp. 30-31) Haldeman said 

that Dean also thought that the President should meet alone with Mitchell 

to find out ''Mitchell's true perception of what did happen." The Presi

dent asked "What do we do if Mitchell were to admit, 'Yes, I did it,"' 

and Haldeman said "It's greater knowledge than we possess right now --

if he would only confess.II {p. 32) Haldeman said that "I didn't call 

Mitchell because I need (unintelligible) but we should go ahead with 

Magruder, I think," and the President agreed. {p. 33) The President 

said 

I have not really had from Mitchell but I have had 
from Haldeman, I have had from Ehrlichman, I have 
had from Colson cold, flat denials. I have asked 
each of you to tell me, and also Dean. Now the 
President, therefore, has not lied on this thing. I 
don't think that yet has been charged. Liability has 
been charged, but they haven't charged the President 
with any offense. They are (unintelligible) in trying 
to protect his people who are lying. But I don't -
doesn't anybody suggest that I (unintelligible) this 
whole damn thing? {p. 34) 

Haldeman then said that "As of now it is all saying that you are being 

ill-served by (unintelligible)." "By my people," the Pres'ident said, 

"But I don't know about Mitchell. I never asked him." The President 
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indicated he would "get Mitchell down." {p. 34) 

A discussion of Magruder's going "public" with what he knew 

followed, the President saying at first that it would "ruin" Magruder 

if he did that. {p. 35) The President asked how perjury by Magruder 

could be proved, asking whether Hunt might testify to it, and Haldeman 

said Magruder "knows he did perjure himself" and hence was worried 

someone might prove it. Haldeman said Barker was more likely to be able 

to do so because Barker worked for Magruder. {p. 36) Haldeman said 

that Barker said he couldn't remember who he delivered the tap reports 

to. At this point the transcript notes "Material unrelated to Presi

dential actions deleted." (pp. 37-39) 

In discussing options available to Mitchell, the President 

said that Mitchell would probably say that he may have been responsible 

but that he did not realize what they were up to, and that Mitchell 

would never admit to perjury. The President asked Haldeman to call 

Mitchell and ask him to come to Washington to meet with Magruder, Haldeman 

and the President. {pp. 37-40) 

The President asked, concerning Magruder's possible testimony, 

"what stroke have you got with Magruder? I guess we've got none." After 

some discussion Haldeman said he would advise Magruder to seek innnunity 

and testify that he had lied earlier, suggesting Magruder would say 

"Nobody asked me to do it." (pp. 40-43) 
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There was further discussion of establishing a Commission 

to consider the Watergate matter, and of the possible composition of 

such a Connnission. (pp. 44-48) Haldeman said that he would arrange 

to meet with Bill Rogers to discuss it. (p. 48) 

Ehrlichman said he was going to meet with Kleindienst, and 

the President told Ehrlichman that the only thing to tell Kleindienst 

was that "we are going to have to break with Gray who is killing us" 

and to find out from Kleindienst what Gray was going to do. (p. 48) 

Haldeman told the President that Senator Weicker had made 

a statement that day in which he said he had absolute proof that it 

went to the White House staff, but that he would not name names until 

he got his evidence in hand. There was discussion of who Weicker might 

be obtaining information from, in which Magruder, Porter, McCord, Gray 

and Colson were mentioned as possibilities. (pp. 49-51) The President 

asked Ehrlichman to talk to Pat Gray to ask him what Weicker was up to. 

(p. 51) The President said that Ehrlichman should ask Gray to ask 

Weicker what his information is. As Director of the FBI, the President 

said, Gray is supposed to get all the information he can now, and if 

there is anybody, the President wants the information. 

The President said that members of the White House staff who 

are indicted, etc. would have to take a leave of absence, but that 

"they have to mention cutting off at the pass some place here . " (p. 52) 
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Haldeman said to the President that once it was established that he 

was following that route, "if they were smart they would just start 

naming everybody just so you'd have no choice." The President replied 

that there was no way except that. Ehrlichman said that, number one, 

was to insulate the President; to make him appear "to be ahead of the 

power curve" and also to have some symbolic act of absolution after the 

thing is over, so that the President could take them all back on (after 

they had been absolved of wrongdoing). (pp. 52-53) 

At this point in the meeting Haldeman received a telephone 

call from Mitchell, who reported that Magruder was with him. The Presi

dent asked Haldeman to call Mitchell back that afternoon to get a 

report on his conversation with Magruder. 

Ehrlichman told the President that Gray would see Weicker, 

and the President said that he was anxious to get his report. {pp. 55-56) 

Ehrlichman said that the most important thing was that the 

President "keep the momentum of the business going," and the President 

agreed. {p. 57) The President then said that the "long seance with 

Mitchell tomorrow is going to be very difficult," but he would get it 

done. After the President connnented that he felt pretty well, there is 

a notation of material unrelated to presidential actions deleted. (p. 57) 

Haldeman told the President that Mitchell was distressed that 

Kleindienst wasn't "stepping up to his job" as the contact with the 
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Senate Select Committee, "getting Baker programmed and all that." 

(p. 58) Haldeman said Mitchell also blamed Kleindienst for the 

fact that Dean "is not getting information from Silbert on those things 

said at the grand jury." Haldeman said "Mitchell finds that absolutely 

incompetent, and says it was Kleindienst's reponsibility." (p. 58) 

The President told Ehrlichman to tell Kleindienst that "you're not 

asking nor in effect is the White House asking;" that Mitchell said 

that Ehrlichman had to "have this information from the grand jury at 

this time and that 'you owe it to him."' (p. 58) The President advised 

Ehrlichman to put it on that basis "so that everybody can't then say 

the White House raised hell about this, because we are not raising 

hell." The President further told Ehrlichman to tell Kleindienst that 

Dean, Haldeman, Ehrlichman, and Colson had no prior knowledge and that 

if Kleindienst has any information to tae contrary you want to know. 

He also told Ehrlichman to tell Kleindienst that "there is serious 

question here being raised about Mitchell." (p. 59) 

There was then discussion of the allegations made by McCord 

and Magruder. The President said "What is shocking to me is his 

[Magruder] blowing off against the one fair guy you wouldn't think he 

would cut up, against Haldeman;" said that "he also knows it's not true;" 

and asked Haldeman why Magruder was "tossing it off to you rather than 

to Mitchell." (pp. 59-60) Haldeman replied that Magruder hits Mitchell 

too, but that he "is just trying to wrap me because he wants to get you 

in." Magruder, Haldeman said, was firing a threat to the President to 
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try to get people shook up. Ehrlichman said that Magruder was trying 

to get a line around the President for his own protection. {p. 60) 

Haldeman then said, 

In other words, if all Magruder is going to do is take 
the dive himself, then we are not going to hear about 
it. If he makes us worry that he is going to get 
Mitchell and you and me {p. 60) 

The President then asked Ehrlichman if there was any way 

Magruder could stick to his story. Ehrlichman replied that he thought 

he could because he was an ingenious witness and "[h]e is saying the 

things they want him to say." The following then appears in the 

transcript: 

P. No, no, no. I don't mean if he says --

E. Oh if he sticks to his old story -- I see, I 
see. I thought you meant the story he is laying 
out here. 

P. Oh, no no. This story. They would take that in 
a minute. {p. 61) 

Ehrlichman then told the President that he was to the point where he 

didn't think "This thing is going to hold together," and that it was 

his hunch that anybody who tried to stick with a story not susceptible 

to.corroboration would be in serious difficulty. He expressed the view 

that Magruder ought to move to "a real and immune confession of perjury 

if he can do it. There's too many cross-currents in this thing now." 

(p. 61) The President said "Yeah. This is my view," and that if 
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Magruder "is going to lie about it, you know, I am sure he checked 

it out." (pp. 61-62) He asked what the hell was in it for Magruder, 

and Haldeman and Ehrlichman replied, "Immunity." The President asked 

who had authority to grant immunity, and after a brief discussion of 

the subject there is a deletion of "Materials Unrelated to Presidential 

Actions." (p. 62) 

The President said "This is a bad rap here" and "we are not 

going to allow it." He said "our real problem is Mitchell." He in

quired whether it was "too dangerous" to have the Attorney General 

call Silbert to find out what was being said to the Grand Jury, but 

Ehrlichman explained it was not necessary since Henry Petersen could 

let Kleindienst know. (p. 62) The President acknowledged a "problem" 

if Kleindienst would have to admit furnishing "the Grand Jury things to 

the White House." The President instructed Ehrlichman to "just tell 

Dick" that he should furnish information to the White House because 

"our interest here ••• is whether there are any White House people 

involved here and we will move on them," and Erhlichman added "the 

President wants to know." The President said "That is the purpose," 

not to protect anybody "but to find out what the hell they are saying." 

The President apparently indicated Ehrlichman should tell Kleindienst 

he wanted to get information every day "so that we can move one step 

ahead here" and not have to wait "until a grand jury drags them up there." 

(pp. 62-63) 
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There was further discussion about whether to have all 

White House personnel testify before the Grand .Jury or alternatively 

be questioned by Judge Sirica. (pp. 63-64) The President and Ehrlichman 

agreed the President had to "Do something" so that he was "out front" 

on this issue. (p. 65) Waiving executive privilege was discussed 

and Ehrlichman said ''You could say I have never had a communication 

with anybody on my staff about this burglary -- "; the President said 

"I have never had any--," and Ehrlichman then suggested the President 

say, "Since I had no communication with anybody on the White House 

staff about this burglary or about the circumstances leading up to it, 

there is no occasion for executive privilege in this matter." The 

President then said, apparently further indicating what he would say 

publicly, "With regard to this, I want you to get to the bottom of it. So 

there will be no executive privilege on that. On other matters -- ". 

Haldeman then said, "And that takes you up to the June 17th" and inquired, 

"What do you do after June 17th?" The President replied, "Use the 

executive privilege on that." (p. 67) To which Ehrlichman said: 

Yeah, but there would be questions like, "Did you 
ever discuss with the President, Mr. Haldeman, the 
matter of executive clemency for any of these defendants." 

The President said "Both of them say no." Haldeman said "Or the Payment 

of money. The payment of--," and the President said "Haldeman and 

Colson would both say no, there's no question." (p. 67) Haldeman responded, 
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"Since you want to waive privilege so that )Ne can say no, rather than 

invoking it--," and the President said "You can say that." Haldeman 

said "I think you've got to say that because basically their situation 

-- well, Colson will be very disturbed by that and he must have a reason 

why he should." (pp. 67-68) The President said "Well, why don't you 

get (unintelligible) in so that I can hear it clearly and I will know. 

What is it, Bob, as you will recall at the moment, and then I will 

let you go." Haldeman referred to Colson's view that "don't do any 

line [sic] to break your privilege, because if you get into (unintelligible) 

you may want it." During this discussion the President said "Colson 

says don't give anything away that you don't have to, but you don't 

have to, but you don't know what the hell is going to happen to you 

if you if you go in and lie." (pp. 67-68) 

The discussion then turned to the suggestion that the President 

request and recommend to Judge Sirica that the judge appoint a special 

prosecutor. (p. 70) The Commission idea was again mentioned, the 

President saying, however, 

The idea that a Commission might go through the '74 
election, etc. -- my view is I can't have this 
(unintelligible) I think the damn thing is going to 
come out anyway, and I think you better cut the losses 
now and just better get it over much sooner and 
frankly sharper. Let's just say, "Well Judge, let's go." 

(p. 70) 

Further discussion followed about the special prosecutor idea 

and of the President going on television to announce that course. At the 

-17-

(370) 



15. 5 HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE STAFF SUMMARY OF WHITE HOUSE EDITED 
TRANSCRIP.f, MARCH 27, 197 3 CONVERSATION 

close of that discussion Ehrlichman said that "Surely nothing troubles 

me." The transcript at that point notes "Materials unrelated to 

Presidential actions deleted." (p. 72) Thereafter the President said 

to Ehrlichman, "Inform me as soon as you get something from Gray on 

Weicker" and "as soon as you've got something on Kleindienst." The 

President told Ehrlichman to say to Kleindienst, "Mitchell is just 

damn disappointed, and he will jump up and down and shout." (p. 72) 
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16. On March 28, 1973 Mitchell and Haldeman met with Magruder in 

Haldeman's office. They discussed Magruder's false testimony regarding 

the approval of the Liddy Plan. Haldeman telephoned Dean and requested 

that be return from Camp David to meet with Mitchell and Magruder. Dean 

bas testified that on bis return be went directly to Haldeman's office; 

that Haldeman told him that Mitchell and Magruder were waiting in another 

office to discuss with Dean his knowledge of the January and February 

1972 meetings in Mitchell's office; that Dean said he would not lie 

about those meetings; and that Haldeman said be did not want to get 

into it but Dean should work it out with Mitchell and Magruder. Dean 

met with Mitchel? and Magruder. Following the meeting, both Mitchell 

and Dean reported to Haldeman that there was a problem as to what the 

facts were regarding the 1972 meetings " 
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he, as I recall, remained at his residence and worked rather than 

coming into the office because he was besieged by press at that 

period and didn't want to go out and discuss these things with 

the press. I think there probably were a series of conununica

tions, and I think it was by phone, continued. 

Q And did he tell you anything further concerning pre-

June 17th events? 

A Not that I recall. I don't believe so. 

Q Did there come any time later when he did come back to 

his office at the White House and after that occurred did he 

have any meetings with you? 

A I am not absolutely clear. I am sure he came back to 

the White House and I don't recall any meetings in that period. 

We now get to -- Well, let's see. Yes, that gets us to the 28th, 

if that is the correct date, and I believe it is. What is the 

day? 

A That would have been a Wednesday, I believe, approxi-

mately. 

,---- A I think it was the 28th that there was 

I with Mitchell and then with Mitchell and Magruder 

and Magruder met separately with Dean. 

the meeting first 

and then Mitchell 

Q Let us now go to the 28th and that first meeting you 

had that day. That was with Mitchell? 
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A Yes. 

Q Was that in your office? 

A Yes. 

Q Was there anyone else present? 

A That was with Mitchell alone. 

214 

Q Would you tell us, please, the substance of that con-

versation as it related to pre-June 17th events? 

A Mitchell had sought that meeting, as I recall, mostly 

in relation to this question of the disparity between his view 

and Dean's on the question of the meetings that had been held. 

He had the day before, I believe, met with Jeb Magruder, I think, 

in New York. I think he had asked Magruder to come up and meet 

with him and he had had a meeting with Magruder. At the meeting 

with me on the morning of the 28th he reported to me on his 

meeting with Magruder and I don't recall the specifics of that 

but it had to do with Magruder's recollection of the facts re

lated to these meetings and Magruder's recollection of the facts 

regarding the Watergate, as I recall; and this has to be classi

fied as recollection because it can be confused with subsequent 

information I was given. In other words, I am not positive that 

this developed at this point in time but I believe it did. 

Q All ~ight. 

A That Magruder's outline as of that time, as expressed 
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to Mitchell the day before and as reported by Mitchell to me 

was that the Watergate project, the entry and bugging of the DNC 

had been conducted with Magruder's knowledge and approval and 

that it had been done-- I think the theory he spelled out at 

that point in time --

Q He being Mitchell?· 

A No, he being Magruder, 

Q Magruder speaking to Mitchell? 

A Speaking to Mitchell and Mitchell reporting it to me. 

This is one of the several different Magruder theories and that 

is why I am not sure of all of the things reported to me by 

Mitchell as to what Magruder's recollection of the facts was, but 

that he had been under pressure to get various kinds of informa

tion. I am not sure specifically whether this was specified from-

I think it was from the White House was his theory (I don't think 

he spelled out who from the White House) and that under the pres

sure of needing to get information he had launched a Liddy intelli

gence program which included the DNC project. Whether he specif

ically intended that it include the DNC project or whether that 

was Liddy's, it was included on Liddy's cognizance, I am not sure. 

But, in any event, Magruder had approved this under what he 

claimed at that point was pressure from the White House to get go

ing on the fact gathering projects. I think that really covers 
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what his theory on the facts and the facts in that area were. 

Then he got into the question of the meetings and what the facts 

were regarding meetings and he, Mitchell, indicated Magruder's 

concurrence in Mitchell's recollection of the meetings. That is 

about all I can recall of the substance of Mitchell's coments (sic) 

there. 

Q What did Mr. Mitchell tell you as to how many meet-

ings he recalled having at which Liddy was present? 

A He indicated, as I recall, that there had been one 

meeting and that that meeting had been for the purpose of campaign 

expenditure regulation review and that sort of thing, a legal 

meeting, not an intelligence meeting. 

Q Did you mention to him at that meeting what you had 

learned from Dean relative to the presentation by Liddy at that 

meeting? 

A He mentioned it to me. He was aware of Dean's position. 

Q He was aware? 

A Yes, he was. That was his point of concern and, basic-

ally, I think, the reason for his coming down for the meeting. 

Q Did he disagree with Dean's position on these meetings 

that were had? 

A I believe he did, yes. 

Q When he recounted to you what Magruder had told him the 
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previous day in New York did he state whether he had asked 

Magruder who at the White House was putting this alleged pressure 

on Magruder? 

A I don't think so. I don't --

Q Did you ask him --

A I don't recall that. 

Q I am sorry. You don't recall that. Mr. Haldeman, did 

you ask him whether he had asked Magruder who was putting this 

pressure on him from the White House? 

A I am sure I must have or it must have been explored or 

raised in some way, or he simply said he didn't know who, that the 

point was pressure from the White House. Now, as I indicated 

there were reported to me in this time period this report from 

Mitchell and at some point in this general area a report from 

Dean, which (I think this probably came later) also evolved a 

Magruder theory which was in conflict with this in some ways. I 

am not sure I can remember the specifics of all of them. But 

in various forms or at various times from variOU§ sources I was 

told that Magruder's position was (1) this White House thing. 

There was a reference by Magruder at one of these discussions 

(and this, I think, was also referred to by Dean) to a phone call 

that Magruder had received from Chuck Colson urging him to get 

going on getting information, a phone call that -- No, no, that 
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theory came earlier because I can remember having that question 

raised when I was in Key Biscayne getting some reports back and 

forth on the telephone. All of these, incidentally, are areas 

that were in my view under the old guidelines covered by execu

tive privilege because they were in the nature of the President 

pushing to get information out, get information back in to Dean 

and to him and to explore things that he wasn't satisfied with 

being explored. Some of these points were reported directly to 

the President, probably most of them, as they evolved step by 

step. I was in communication with the President during that week-

J end in Key Biscayne as well 

~1, Magruder --

as when we were up here. This phone 

Q Are you speaking to a phone call while you are still in 

Florida? 

A No, no. I am speaking of a report while I was in 

Florida of a phone call that was made prior to June 17th from 

Colson to Magruder saying get going on getting information. 

Magruder at one point in time put that as being a significant 

factor in getting the Watergate going, initiating the project. 

Colson, who I talked with about this phone call~-

Q When was that conversation? 

A While I was in Key Biscayne. That is why I remember 

the Colson call because I didn't have that many communications on 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

(379) 



16.1 H.B. HALDEMAN DEPOSITION, MAY 22, 1973, DNC v. MoCORD, 213-18, 222-23, 
229 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Connnittee staff 

222 

taped a meeting and I have never had a stenographer present at 

any meeting on any subject at any time. 

Q Did you make notes at any of these meetings? 

A I probably did. I may have. 

Q Do you know whether you still have those notes? 

A Let me say I have made a habit of making notes of meet-

ings or conversations which I intended to report to the President 

or which required action on my part. My practice was then to 

take the action that was required and then throw away the notes 

or if it involved a conversation with the President to have the 

conversation with the President and whatever note evolved of 

that conversation I have turned over to the President's files and 

I did this on a periodic basis through all the time I was there. 

Q You don't have any notes today relative to any of these 

conversations involving these 

A No, sir, I don't. 

I Q Tell us about the meeting,t'with Mitchell on the 28th of 

I March and who said what relative to the pre-June 17th events? 

A We have pretty well covered it because you asked what 

Magruder said. One meeting went into the other. Mitchell was 

in my office and then Magruder arrived and then the joint meet

ing. 

Q At that meeting did Magruder tell you that he did know 
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about the wiretapping of the Democratic National Committee Head

quarters? 

A I have that impression. 

Q What is your best recollection rather than your im-

pression? This is a sensitive point and I don't want to rely 

on an impression. I would rather have a good recollection. 

A The question in my mind is whether he indicated or 

gave even the impression that he knew of the DNC bugging specif

ically as contrasted to his knowledge of the implementation, 

approval and implementation by him, as I understood it, of an 

intelligence program by Liddy which he was, I think, assuming 

that the Watergate was a part. The question that I have is 

whether he indicated that he knew the Watergate was a part and 

that -- I have to leave that as a question in my mind. I am 

~t sure, 

Q Let me ask you this question (and I am jumping ahead, 

it is likely): has Magruder at any time ever told you that he 

knew in advance of June 17th, 1972 of the wiretapping and bugging 

of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters? 

A I don't know that he has in so many words. 

Q Has he ever said anything to you from which you . 

gathered a clear inference that he did, in fact, know prior to 

June 17th, 1972 of the bugging and wiretapping of the DNC 
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Q That same day, March 28th, I think you testified you 

had a third meeting which Dean was involved in, I believe. 

A No. Mitchell and Magruder met with Dean and I was not 

present. Subsequent to the meeting we had had they then, the 

two of them, went and met with Dean separately from me. 

Q That day Magruder had three meetings. You had two 

meetings and Mitchell had two meetings? 

229 

A No. Mitchell had three meetings. Mitchell met with me 

alone and then with me and Magruder and with Magruder and Dean. 

I met with Mitchell alone and then with Mitchell .and Magruder. 

~ Q Did you get a report from either of those three gentle

men as to the third meeting that day or shortly thereafter? 

A I have the impression that I did have a sort of general 

report, I think, from Mr. Mitchell and I think probably also from 

Dean that they had talked the question over and that there was a I problem as to what the facts were. 

Q Now, when you use the word "impression" in that context, 

are you really saying you have a recollection? 

A I don't have a recollection of a specific conversation 

but I have a recollection of the information. I do recollect 

hearing that following that meeting it was felt by Dean and 

Mitchell that there was a real question as to what the fact was 

regarding these meetings. 
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Mr. DEA-X. In brief. the President would create an independent · 
panel-that would be iin·estigator, prosecutor, and judge and jury for 
everyone inrnlnd. lt . would have the power to remove officials from 
office, levy fines, and impose criminal sanctions. It was designed to gh-e 
every man a fair and full hearing, and proceed in a manner where 
people would not be tried publicly. · 

Finally! after all the facts were in, the panel would render its judg
irients on the individuals involved and report to the public. I might 
I).ote that if the special prosecutor and this committee were merged, 
made independent, and proceeded in camera, it would be very close to 
the concept I had proposed back on March 26. . .· 
, Moore liked the idea and sug~ested I call Haldeman, which I did. 
He was intrigued, but not overwhelmed. It was becoming increasingly 
clear that no one inrnlved was willing to stand up and account for 
themselves . 

.A:fter I had read in the newspaper on Tuesday, ~!arch 27, that the 
President had called me on ~Ionday morning, March 26-:-which he had 
not-and expressed great confidence in me and the fact that I had not 
had prior knowledge of the break-in at the Democratic National Com
mittee, I decided to attempt to contact Mr. Liddy, whowas the one 
man who could document the fact that we never had talked about his 
plans following the Febmary 4: meeting in :Mitchell's office. I called 
Paul O'Brien and asked him how I could get in contact with ~fr. 
Maroulis, 1Ir. Liddy's attorney. o~Brien garn me :Maroulis' phone 
number, but told me I could not reach him until late in the afternoon. 

I ca1lcd )Ir. :Maronlis about 5 :30 and asked him if I might get some 
sort of sworn statement from Liddy regarding my lack of pl'ior 
knowledge of the break-in at the Democratic National Committee, I 
told him .of the two meetings in :Mitchell's office, and that )Ir. Liddy 
and I never talked about his plans after the second meeting. To this 
day, I am convinced that if and when ~Ir. Liddy ever talb."S, ·he will tell 
the truth as he knows it. I was hopeful that he would giYe me some 
sort of an affidavit attesting to the facts, but his lawyer was ·concerned 
about his fifth amendment problems. . 

Mr. )faroulis called me back on )farch 29 after I had returned from 
Camp David, after he had talked with )Ir. Liddy. I requested ffBrien 
to make a memorandum of the call, as he was with )Ir. )Iaroulis when 
he made the call. I ·have submitted to the committee a copy of this docu
ment in which ~Iaroulis advised me his client could not make such a · 
statement because it might result in a waiver of his fifth amendment 
privileges, that to give such a statement could be detl'imental to others, 
but Liddy did wish to convey that his reasons for not providing such a 
statement was not because he disagreed with the facts, but because of 
the advice of counsel. · 

[The document was marked exhibit No. 34-42.*J · n :'lf r. DE.\X. It was the da:v before I received this call, )larch 28, that 
a ld<'nrnn had called me at Camp David and requested that I return to 

Washington. He told me that he was meeting with :Mikhell and 
)fagruder and that they wished to meet with me. I told Haldeman that 
! r~ally did not wish to meet with )fitchell and iragruder, but he was 
rns1stent that I return and meet with them. I returned from Camp 
David about 3 :30 and went directly to Haldeman's office. He told me 

•see p. 1262. 
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that Mitchell and Magruder were waiting in another office for me. I 
asked him why they wanted to talk to me and he said that they wanted 
to talk to me about my knowledge of the meetings in Mitchell's office. 
I told Haldeman that they were both aware of the situation and I was 

U
ot going to lie if asked about those .meetings. Haldeman said that he 

did not want to get into it, but I should go in and work it out with 
fitchell and l\1a~ruder. 
Before discussmg the meetings with l\Iitchell and Magruder, I feel 

I should comment on my reaction to the discussion I had just had with · 
Mr. Haldeman. Knowing how freely and openly he had discussed 
matters in the past, I could tell that he was back-peddling fast. That 
he was now .in the process of uninvolving himself, but keeping others 
involved. This was a clear sign to me that Mr. Haldeman was not 
going to come forward and help end this problem, rather, he was begin
ning to protect his flanks. It was my reaction to this meeting with Mr. 
Haldeman and his evident changed attitude, and my earlier dealings 
with Ehrlichman where he had told me how I should handle various 
areas of my testimony should I be called before the grand jury, that 
made me decide not to turn over to them the report I had written a.t 
Camp David. I have submitted to the committee a copy of the Camp 
David report, part of which was typed by my secretary at Camp David 
and the remainder ,in longhand, which I had not put in final narrative 
form before I was called back to Washin!!ton. 

[The document was marked exhibit No. 34-43. *) 

MEETING "WITH )fR. l\IITCHELL AND l\IR. l\fAGRUDER 

l\fr. DEAN. After departing l\Ir. Haldeman's office, I went to meet 
th Mitchell and l\lagruder. After an exchange of 'Pleasantries, they 

told me they wished to talk to me about how I would handle any testf
monial appearances regarding the January 27 and Febmary 4 meetings 
which had occurred in l\Iitchell's office. I told them that we had been 
through this before and they knew well my understanding of the :facts 
as they had occurred at that time. )Iitchell indicated tha,t if I so testi
fied, it could cause problems. l\fagruder then raised the fact that I had 
previously agreed, in an earlier meeting, that I would follow the testi
monial approach they had taken before the grand jury . 

.J told them I recalled the meeting. 1\Iagmder then said that it had 
been I who had suggested that the meetings be treated as dealing 
exclusively with the election law and that explained my presence. At 
this point in time, I decided I did not wish to get into a debate regard
ing that meeting. They both repeated to me that if I testified other · 
than they had it would only cause problems. I said I understood that. 
I told them that there was no certainty that I would be called before 
the grand jury or the Senate committee and that if I were called, I 
might invoke executive privilege, so the question of my testimony 
was still moot. I did not want to discuss the subject further so I tried 
to move them off of it. They ,~ere obviously both disappointed that I 
was being reluctant in agreeing to continue to perpetuate their earlier 
testimony. . 

The only other matter of any substance that came up during that 
meeting was when I made the point that I had nernr asked )Iitchell 

•see p. 1263 . 
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rubout his involvement in the matter and I had no intention of asking 
him. at that time. I said to this day ·I do not fully understand how 
the Liddy ,plan got into operation and can only speculate based on 
the tidbits of information I know. I then offered m;v hypothesis of 
what had ,happened, that is, that at some· point after the second meet
ing in :Mitchell's office there had been pressure ·put on to get the plan 
approved and that it. had been approved without anyone reallv under"' 
standing its full import. )fitchell said something to the effect that 
my theory was not far from wrong, only they thought it would be 
three or four times removed from the committee. The meeting termi
nated shortly thereafter. It was not a lengthv meeting and as far as 

f )fagrnder and ·Mitchell were concerned, it was certainly less than 
L._.!,:tisfactory for them. · 

MARCH MEEnxo WITH MR. EoIL KROGH 

On either March 28 or 29, Mr. Krogh came to my office because he 
happened to he in the Executh·e Office Building. He said he had come 
to express sympathy for me as a resnlt of the adverse ·publicity I ho.d 
recei,ed durin,ir the Gray hearings. He then began telling me that he 
had not himself had a good dav since his own confirmation hearings 
and that he had been haunted bv his experiences at the Wbite House. 

I told ·Krogh that I thought that there was a very likely possibility 
that the Senate Watergate committee could stumble into the Ellsber~ 
burglary. I told him that there were documents in the possession of 
the .Tnstice Denartment which had ·been provided by the CIA in con
nection with the. Watergate investigation which contained pictures 
of Liddv standing in front of Mr. Ellsberg's doctor's office in 
California. 

I told him that I had learned from the CIA that these pictures had 
been left in a camera returned bv Hunt to the CIA and the CIA had 
developed the pictures. I said I did not belie,·e that the Justice Depart
ment knew what the pictures were all about but that any investigator 
worth his salt would probably track down the incident as a result of 
the pictures. . · 

I told him that Ehrlichman had requested that I retriern the docu
ments from the Justice Department and get them back to the CIA 
where they might be withheld from the committee im·estigators but 
the CIA. had been unwilling to do so. 

Krogh was very distressed to hear this news but said that maybe it 
was for the best in that he had personally been haunted by this inci
dent for so Ion!! that he would like to p:et it out in the open. We then 
entered into a discussion about the incident and I asked him if he had 
received his authorization to proceed with the burg:larv from Ehrlich
man, knowing well that Krogh would not undertake such a mission 
himself. 

Krogh responded that no; he did not believe tlrnt Ehrlichman had 
been aware of the incident until shortly after it had occurred; rather, 
he had receind his orders rip:ht. out of the "o,·al office." I was so sur
prised to hear this that I said, ,:Yon must be kidding-/; And he repeated 
ap-ain that he had received his instructions ont of the ontl office. 

)fr. Krogh also indicated to me that he thought he might han• per
jured himself during his confirmation hearings and he wits Yery both-
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Mr. DEAN. That is correct. 
Senator GURNEY. And he, in turn, communicated with )fr. McCord, 

I guess, through Ulasewicz one time and then himself; is that correcU 
'Mr. DEAN. That is my understanding. . . . 

, Senator GURNEY"i And my understanding also 1s that the offer of 
clemency was made to Mr. :McCord,. I think, in terms like this: That 
it comes from the highest authority in the "White House; is that sub
stantially correct? 

Mr. DEAN. That is cotrect; yes. 
Senator GURNEY. Did you ever advise the President of the United 

States about that? 
Mr. DEAN. No, sir. As I had explained in my testimony, I was pro

ceeding on a conversation I had with Mr. Ehrlichman after Mr. 'Ehr
lichman indicated and Mr. Colson also had indicated that thev had 
talked directly with the Presiclent about the matter, something which 
was later confirmed by the President himself in conversations with 
him. 

1Senator GURNEY. Did you ever ha.-e a meeting with Mr. l\fagmder, 
let me see on this, in January or-December, in which there was a dis
cu~ion about the planning of the Watergate1 Do you remember any
thmg about that~ 

Mr. DEAN. I recall Mr. Magruder coming to my office one time, and 
this is-I saw part of Mr. Magruder's testimon~· on this before this 
committee. It is one if I ·ha.-e seen 3 hours total I would be surprised, 
but I did see part of Mr. Magruder, I caught one section of the ques
tionin~ of him, I believe it was during the questioning of him, in which 
he maae a reference to this. · . 

I think what he is referring to-
Senator GURNEY. What did he refer to? 
Mr. DEAN. He was referring to the fact that my memory had gotten 

suddenly fog~y. I have never, as I testified hefore this committee, 
understood what happened between, with any clarity, between Feb
ruary 4 and June 17, and I was-we were talking about that. 

Ii I think he also was referring to the meeting on-he may ha.-e been 
mixing the meetings and referring to the fact that on March 28, when 

came back from Camp David, that I was playing Yery dumb, I was 
playing very reluctant-and I was. I did not want to engaO'e in a dis-
cussion of my recollection of those meetings, because we had gone over 

· I that before and I had made my decision by that time as to what I was 
~oing to do and I did no~ want to get into a debate on it. 

I belim·e he also referred to the fact that I taped that conversation. 
That is not correct. · 

Senator GunxEY. Let me refer to his testimony when he was here 
before the committee. He said: "Well, I think the one occasion that did 
crop up when I asked for an appointment with )fr. Haldeman." 

I said: "'\nen was this?" · 
He said: "That was probably in ,Tannary. probably in early Janu

ary. Dcccmber'i-that would h:n-e bC'en ,Tannary of this year or De
~cmber of last yea_r-it was before that meeting · with Haldeman, so 
1t must ha,·e been rn DC'cemhl't'. It was when he indicated to me that 
he did not know how the ,vatergate had ever been planned, some-
thing to that effect. · 

(386) 



18.3 JOHN DEAN TESTiftfJNY1 JUNE 271 19731 4 SSC 1379
1 

1425 

,l'.425 

when there was more discussion of different essentially coverup tech
niques without getting into great detail because I cannot recall jn 
great detail, everything they were saying the President was asking me, 
do I agree and I was saying no, and finally, at one point in that meeting 
I said that, right iri' front of the President that, I felt that Dean, 
Haldeman, and Ehrlichman could be indicted for obstruction of justice 
and this has to be recognized. And I think as a result of that meeting 
they saw that I had begun to change my attitude about any further 
involvement in a coverup. · 

Senator INOUYE. "On March 21 Dean gave the President a more 
complete, but still laundered version of the facts and so surprised the 
President that according to press accounts of what Dean is saying ;the 
President came out of his chair.'" 

Mr. DEAN. I do not know where that press account came from. The 
President did not come out of his chair. I have never seen the President 
come out of his chair other than very easily and slowly at the time 
that he got up on April 15 to walk around to the corner of the EOB 
office and then raise something with me. The President of the United 
States does not come flying out of his chair. 

Senator INOUYE. "At this meeting Dean indicated that l\Iagruder 
was involved but that he did not know about Mitchell." 

I Mr. DEAN. That is correct. As I have said before this committee I 
liave never had a direct conversation with John Mitchell to ask him 
1vhat his involvement was. On the 28th when I came down from Camp 
David after there was this discussion about whether I would be willing 
to perpetuate the story that there had been one meeting in J[itcheU's 
office, there had been a discussion of the election la"s and that that was 
the reason for my presence and it "as to introduce )Ir. Liddy, at the 
end of that discussion I said to :Mr. l\fitchell "I have never asked vou 
of your involvement and I will not ask you of your im·olYement "but 

L
' I want to hypothesize what I see to be the situation.'' and I then gave 

them my hypothesis of the situation and. as a result of that hypothesis, 
)fr. Mitchell said "that is not far from accurate, but we thought it 
wonld be two or three times removed." 

Senator IxoUYE. If you did not kno" about :Mitchell why did }-ou 
advise the President that Mr. l\fitchell could be indicted? 

Mr. DEAN. Recause based on the information l\Ir. )fag-ruder had 
ginm me, which was inferential and my general assumption of the 
fact. I was aware of the fact that he had received the information from 
the electronic surveillance. 

Senator IxoUYE. Did vou so advise the President? 
l\Ir. DP.AX. Did I so advise the President? I do not recall that I got 

into a detailed discussion. I was giving- the President what I would 
say was. a general overview and letting him come back and ask any 
specific rinestions he might wish to ask. 

Senator I~wuYE. Do von not foel it was important enoug-h to advise 
the President of the TTni.tcd States that his former .Attorney General 
wns im·oh-cd nnd implicated? 

:Mr. Dr..\X. '\Yell. I told him I thong-ht he could be indicted but I 
told him I did not ham the facts foi· certai.ntv nwself that he was 
imlictnble. · · 

Senator Ixoun:. I thon<rht :nm lrnd jnst testified that l\fr. l\fap:rnder. 
l\fitclwll, and Dean were indictable? 
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Mr; DAsH. Did you promise him at that time, as he testified, that 
to the best of your ability, though you no longer were in office, you 
would help him to either get Executive clemency, support, or rehabil-
itation, any of the things we have been asking about? . · 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let us take Executive clemency. No, I have never 
promised that to anybody. Obviously, there is no basis upon which I 
could. ' 

·with respect to, you were talking about support and so forth, what I 
told J eh Magruder was that I thought he was a very outstanding young 
man and I liked and I worked with and to the extent that I could help 
him in any conceivable way, I would be delighted to do so. 

And this was exactly the same conversation that we had the next day 
down at Haldeman's office. 

Mr. DASH. Did :Mr. Magruder then ask for that meeting with Mr. 
Haldeman~ . . 

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, yes. 
Mr. DASH. Did he feel he needed that assurance :from somebody _still 

· in the ·white House~ ., . . . · 
Mr. MITCHELL. That is right. · · 
:Mr. DASH. And met with Mr. Haldeman on the 28th of March! 
Mr. MITCHELL. 28th of March, that is correct. · 
Mr. DASH. "What kind of assurances were being sought by Mr. Ma

gruderthere and what was being given to him~ 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Magn1der was again concerned-well, he did 

not express it too directly-that he thought he might become the fall 
guy. It seems to me thaf everybody around this town involved in this 
all thought they were going to become a fall guy. · · · 

Mr. DASH. Did you, l\fr. Mitchell i 
Mr. llt:TCHELL. 'Did I? No. Contrary to the story thait I have read I 

did not belie,·e that to be the case. I 11.m quite anxiously waiting to see 
if there is some possibility of that other than some misguided counsel 
who wrote~ piece of paper from which cross-examination was to be 
made. · 
. Mr .. DASH. Getting back to Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Magruder's meet-
mg With you on March 28-- · 

)fr. MiTCHELL; Yes, it was the same general discussion, "I may have 
problems with my perjury, I don~t have any money, am I going to be 
deser,ted, are you people still going to .be friends, will I be able to get 
counsel." ·and this tvpe of conversation. · 

Mr. DASH. Did Mr. Haldeman make any kind of promises to Mr. 
Magruder at that time, in your presence i 

Mr. MITCHELL. None other than the fact to help him as a friend and 
I think Mr. Haldeman has testified to it,hat. 

Mr. DASH. Now, did you Her have a meeting with l\fr. Magruder 
and ~fr. Dean after that meeting with Mr. Haldeman~ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes sir. 
Mr. DAsH. ·what was that meeting about i · 
Mr. MITCHELL. 1Vell, this was held at )fagruder's request because 

he 'again was concerned about this periury question ,that he might 
have, and the meeting was a quick runt.hronr-h again of the recollec~ . 
tion of the individuals as to what was discussed prior to l\fr. 
Magruder's third appearance before the grand jury back 1n September. 
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Mr. DAsH. Did you agree at that time, Mr. )Iitchell, that you would 
hold the line, iat least, if you were called, to limit the meeting to a 

. discussion of the election loaws ~ · · · . . 
Mr. MITCHELL. No, that was not the basis, to hold it to the election 

laws, )Ir. Dash. The basis of it was for the recollection of what had 
happened and how it would have affected )fr. Magruder in perjury. 
You s~, if you go back :Magruder had said ,there only had been one 
meeting when there 1actually had been two, and so forth. It wasn't a 
question of holding the line on anything. It was a question of the recol- ·. 
lection of what actually did happen vis-a-vis what :Magruder ap
parently had testified to. · .· 

Mr. DASH. He was obviously concerned as to what your position 
was goingto be if you were called before the grand jury. Did you make 
any assurance::; to :Mr. )fogruder at that time 1 · . . 

)Ir. :\1rrcHELL. Any assurances as to what 1 
Mr. DASH. How would you testify before the grand jury if you were 

called as to the meetings? . 
Mr. :MITCHELL. I made no assurances as to how I was going to testify. 

Obviously I was going •to testify as to what happened. · .· 
Mr. DASH. Did Mr. Dean make any assurances~ . 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Dean had a verv hazy recollection of what •had 

happened. Obviously, as I think }fr; Dean testified, he didn .'t want to 
discuss the matter. He had already, of course, gone to counsel and was . 
lookinu after Mr. Dean's problems~. . . 

Mr. DASH. Did you learn during April that }Ir. Magruder and Mr . . 
Dean had gone to see the prosecutors 1 . . · ·· · 

Mr. MITCHELL. I learned about Mr. lfagruder, I didn't learn about 
Mr. Dean. · 

Mr. DASH. And were you personally aware of Mr. Dean's meetings 
with the President in March and April that he testified to before 
this committee~ 

Mr. )fITCHELL. Only the meeting of )larch 22 at which, of course, 
I was present. . 

.,}Ir. DASH. "What I am talking about are the meetings of . Septem-
ber 15, 19i2, the mePting of February 28. · 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, Mr. Dash, you are talking a.bout 1972. 
Mr. DASH. The meetings of September 15, 1972, with the President, · 

February 28, 1973. )farch 13, 19i3, and )Iarch 21. Are you aware . · 
of those meetings! ·. . · 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let me put it this way. The only meeting that I 
was aware of, of )fr. Dean and the President, was the one I attended 
on )!arch 22. · 

Mr. DASH. At that meeting was there any discussion by the Presi
dent, by you or by Mr. Dean, concerning the Watergnte, either 
coverup or who may be involved in an indrctment or anything like 
that on the 22d? 

Mr. MITCHELL. None whatsoever. The total discussion had to do 
with the "White House's response to this committee, and I think it 
was prompted, or at least that was my understanding -at the time. it 
was prompted by the fact that the President was getting a prettv 
good knocking aronnd in the press on the question of· executh·~ 
privilege. I believe it arose ,vith respect to the Gray hearings but it 
certainly was to be applicable to this committee·s hearings. 
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Mr. DAsH. Could you tell us what the nature of your discussions 
with Mr. Dean was? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have had so many discussions with Mr. Dean on 
the matter, I cannot isolate that one. 

Mr. DASH. Could you search your mind? I think it is the first time 
in the public press your name became identified with the break-in. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would have been discussed, I am sure, in the con
text of what was said in the letter to Judge Sirica or with respect to 
what came out of. your executive session as to what the facts, or allega

___ t_io,ns, I probably should say, were contained in the particular items. 
r. DASH. Actually, following up at least that McCord episode, 

were your meetings with Mr. Magruder on March 21, where he was 
beginning to be concerned about the unraveling of the operations, so 
far as he was concerned, your meeting with Mr. Magruder and Mr. 
Haldeman on March 28 and your later meeting with Mr. Dean, Mr. 
Magruder, and yourself, on a discussion of what Mr. Magruder was 
going to do at the grand jury? 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. So this was coming to a head at this point, was it not? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Well , it was coming to the point where conversations 

,increased as the information came forth from this committee or Mr . 
McCord or whoever it came forward from. 

Mr. DASH. And at that time, were you not in active discussion with 
Mr. Dean and Mr. Magruder as to how the grand jury testimony was 
to be carried out? . · · · 

Mr. MITCHELL. We had that meeting that I have already testified to, 
Mr. Dash. That is the one meeting we had on the subject matter. 

Mr. DASH. And was that the meeting where Mr. Dean had indicated, 
at least, that you were going to hold fast t-0 your position that there 
was no discussion of electronic surveillance or intelligence at that 
meeting? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have never heard that. If you are referring to the 
memorandum that Mr. Dean wrote after the April 10 meeting, I do not 
believe that that is contained in there. ·with respect to the meeting that 
was held with Dean and Magruder, obviously .not. There was no such 
concept discus.sed that there would not be revelation of the fad if 
there had been discussions with the Justice Department on electronic 
surveillance. 

Mr. DASH. Well, Mr. :Magruder had made the decision as to what he 
was going to do. If you all three stood together, he could continue to 
testify as he had. He had testified to the grand jury in August, he 
testified at the trial about those meetings. In fact, he said there ,vas one 
meeting that had been canceled and all he discussed was the election 
laws. If all three of you had aµ:reed to that, he could have gone back 
to the grand jury and stuck to that. What he was concerned about, his 
testimony is, was that the two of you, you and Mr. Dean , were not 
going to stay with him and it was unraveling as to him, that he had 
committed perjury and he would go back-- . 

Mr. i\fIT c i1F.LL. That was not the discussio_n between Dean and l\Iit
chell and :Magruder on March 28; the fact that there had been two 
meetings that were shown in the logs and that the question was whether 
or not Magruder had perjured himself by the basis upon which he had 

resented his testimony to the grand jury on this subject. 
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called me in the Commerce Department and asked me to come to New 
York. I flew to New York that afternoon, and discussed with him-

Mr. DASH. Do you know, what elate that was 1 
Mr. MAGRUDER. That would be March 27. 
Mr. DASH. 27? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. A Tuesday. 
Mr. DASH . ..t\nd the year we are talking about 1973? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. 1973. 
M:r. DASH. Wbat was your discussion with Mr. Mitchell in New 

York1 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Well, I went throuO'h all of the problems I thought 

could occur because of the problems that renewed interest in this case 
would bring . from your committee and from the grand jury and indi
cated what should I do, and he indicated that I should hold, that he 
would take care of things, that everything would be taken care of. 

Now, at that time I realized that he was no longer directly invoh·ed 
at the "\"Vhite House, as he had been, and so I asked to see l\:Ir. Haldeman 
with him the next day he was going to "\Vashington. 

1Ir. DASH. But at that meeting, Mr. :Magruder, what did you ask 
Mr. Mitchell to assure you of~ 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Agam I asked for the same assurances of salary and 
being taken care of if I had to go away for any period of time. 

Mr. DASH. Diel you mention Executive clemency~ · 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, I did. 

---..!!. 'r. DASH. Then you say you asked for a meeting with Mr. 
Haldeman~ · 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, I feel that it would be appropriate since this 
was something now that he was more directly involved on a day-to-day 
basis. ·· 

Mr. DASH. Did you have that meeting with Mr. Haldeman! 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, I did. 
Mr. DASH. When i 
:Mr. MAGRUDER. On the following day, Wednesday, March 28, I think. 

"Mr. DASH. Who was present.~ · . 
:Mr. MAGRUDER. Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Mitchell, and myself. 
Mr. DASH. "\Vhat was discussed? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Well, we discussed the same things that we had 

discussed with Mr. Mitchell, that I discussed with Mr. Mitchell. Mr. 
Haldeman was very careful to indicate to me that he would help me 
in any. wa,Y as a friend but could make no commi.tments for the ~11:si
clent; md1cated that the real ·problems were differences of opm1on 
o\·er meetings, particularly the January and Febmary meetings, 
where, of course, my view was that since the three, Mr. Mitchell, l\lr. 
Dean, and I, had agreed to my testimony that they, therefore, should 
stay with that agreement. 

)Ir. )Iitchell indicated, of course, he was willing to do this but 
)Ir. Dean indicated that he had some question about it. 

Mr. D.\SH. But, )fr. )Iagruder at this time everybody knew. 
)fr. :\IAGRUDER. :.\fr. Haldeman-- · 
:\fr. D.\SH. Ernrybody knew that that . agreement was an agreement 

hasPd on a false story. was that not trite 1 
)fr. )fAGRUDER. Yes, that is correct. 
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:'.\fr. DASH. And Mr. Haldeman knew that then, did he not~ . 
:Mr. MAGRUDER. I cannot recall in my meeting with him in January 

whether-yes, I am sure I did discuss those meetings, yes .. 
Mr. DASH. So the attempt to get together and agree on that meet

ing was an attempt to get together and agree on at least from your 
point of view, would be the full story 1 

l\Ir. 11AGRUDER. That is correct, Mr. Haldeman recommended that 
Mr. Dean and )Ir. Mitchell and I meet, which we did that afternoon. 

Mr. DASH. What was the result of that meeting? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. I realize that )Ir. Dean had different opinions then 

as to what he would do probably, and so then my-I thought that 
probably it was more appropriate that even on that Monday that I 
get. separate counsel so that I could get advice independent of the 
individuals who had pa1ticipated with me in these activities. 

L
M. r. _DASH. In ?ther word. s, you really could not agree at the meet
g with Mr. ·:\htchell and Mr. Dean. 
l\1r. )hGRUDER. ·well, it was cooperative. · 
Mr. DASH. What was l\Ir. Dean's position? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. He would not indicate a position. 
,)fr. DASH. All right. Did there come a time when you did get 

independent counsel? 
·Mr. ·MAGRUDER. Yes, Mr. Parkinson, who was counsel of the com

mittee, recommended Mr. Bierbower and on that Saturday I went 
to meet him, he was out of the country, and I met him and we agreed, 
he agreed to be my counsel that Saturday evening. 

Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when you decided that you should 
go to the U.S. attorney's office? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, that is correct. 
Mr. DASH. When did you go to the U.S. attorney's office? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. We agreed, they discussed the things with the U.S. 

attorney, I think on April 12 and I saw them informally on April 13 
and saw them formally on April 14 on Saturday, April 14. 

Mr. DASH. At that time did you tell everything to the assistant U.S. 
attorneys? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, I cooperated. 
l\Ir. DASH. "Who did you meet with? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Mr. Silbert, Mr. Glanzer, and Mr. Campbell. 
Mr. DASH. Did you tell them everything you are now telling this 

committee? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes. 
~Ir. DASH. Did you have a meeting afterward with l\Ir. Ehrlichman? 
Mr. l\L.\GRlJDER. Yes, Mr. Ehrlichman called while I was with the 

U.S. attorneys and asked me would I come over and talk to him about 
the case. We talked to the U.S. attorneys and they agreed as a conrtesy 
that we should and Mr. Bierbower and the other attorney with Mr. 
Bierbower and I went to see Mr. Ehrlichman that afternoon. 

Mr. DASH. Then, acc:ording to that meeting that yon had with l\Ir. 
Ehrlichman, what happened? 

:Mr. MAGRUDER. ,ve told him in rather capsule form basically what I 
told vou this morning. 

Mi·. DASH. All right. 
Now, I ha,·e just two final questions. I ,rnnt to go back to the time 

wlwn you came back from California to '\Yashington, putting you back 
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Mr. Magruder. Earlier than that~ 

Nr. Dash. tell us what happened. 

nr. Magruder. We knew the Grand Jury was reconvening and 

we knew one mistake the prosecutors made, and the only mistake 

in defense of the prosecutors, that I think they made is they 

somehow missed P.r. Reisner. I knew as soon as they got to him 

the thing would collapse and when they got -- when they all got 

to Mr. Reisner I was fully aware then much more so than McCord 

because I knew Mr. HcCord's testimony would be hearsay but as 

soon as they got to Reisner I knew that the case would start 

collapsing rather quickly. So I went up to New York on a 

Tuesday and talked to Hr. Mitchell and went through the whole 

list of things I thought that I would need if I was going to be 

able to keep up with this story. 
e 

)fr. Dash. What was that? 

Hr. Magruder. Oh, you know, family, taking care of the 

family, job, that kind of thing. Executive clemency. 

Hr. Dash. What did Mr. Nitchell say? r l!r. 

I speaking 

Magruder. He was very positive but I knew he was only 

for himself and he made that quite clear. In fact, I 

said I can't accept it just now from you because you are here 

in New York, so he asked me to meet with him and Haldeman the 

next <lay which I did. At that meeting -- I think :!r. Haldeman 

taped it as I understand ?·lr. l:::ddernan was very careful to 

say he would do anything he could as a friend to help me but he 
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couldn't speak for the President. 

the meetings. 

There was a controversy over 

Hr. Dash. Who was present at that? 

Hr. Hagruder. Haldeman, Mitchell and myself. 

Mr. Dash. When was that? 

Hr. Magruder. The Wednesday after the Friday }kCord -

the end of the trial. That would be March. 

Mr. Dash. March 23 was when Mr. McCord's letter was .read. 

Hr. Magruder. Tuesday I went to New York, at Mr. Mit

chell's request went to New York, discussed the problem. I 

indicated -- I had already decided that if it got to a Grand 

Jury place again that I would not be able to personally go 

through this process again but that I would still try to hold 

if we could work out some reasonable way we could hold with 

that story. Then --

Mr. Dash. Then you. 

Hr. Magruder. I went through with Mr. Mitchell all the 
e 

questions. 

Mr. Dash. You said that. You weren't satisifed. 

Hr. Magruder. I asked to see Mr. Haldeman. We met with 

Mr. Haldeman next morning. 

Hr. Dash. The 29th? 

Mr. ~agruder. The 49th. 

Mr. Dash. Who was present? 

Mr. Magruder. Just the three of us. 
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Hr. Dash. ~Utchell --

Hr. Nagruder. Haldeman and myself. He indicated he would 

do anything he could personally to help. 

Hr. Dash. What did you say to Haldeman? 

Hr. Nagruder. In January I had explained to Nr. Halde

man the problem. I explained to him what had happened that 

night. I didn't know whether he knew the facts in the case and 

I explained to ;-iim all the facts in the case. I went through 

the whole story in January. This was an interview that he and 

I had about what I might do after the Inaugural. 

}ir. Dash. Did he indicate he knew or didn't know when you 

told him? 

}[r. Magruder. He didn't indicate anything. He just 

listened, said he understood the problem. That was always 

:.Ir. Dash. Now we are at !!arch 29. 

r-:r. Magruder. He said he would do anything he could 

personally as a friend to help. He had always had been a 

very good friend and somebody I respected tremendously and 

enjoyed working for. He said you and John Dean and John 

t!itchell have to work out this situation. So Mitchell, Dean 

and I met and the conflict was over these meetings. Hy point 

was we all agreed that I would say this about those IT!eetings. 

~ow either you are coing to support that or you are not. If 

you are not goinP, to support that, I al'l in a serious jar, here, 

an<l :rr. Dean h'ouldn 't ll'ake any COi7:t1itoent. I became very 
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concerned at that knowing that Mr. Reisner 'was probably going 

to be following on one hand and Dean on the other hand. I 

~t to the two attorneys. They said you --

Mr. Dash. Which two? 

Mr. Magruder. Parkinson and O'Brien. 

Mr. Dash. What did you tell them? 

:-rr. Magruder. I said I think I have got serious problems 

and went through the problems. If Mr. Reisner went, if Hr •. 

Dean said this I would be the one caught in the box here. 

Hr. Dash. Was this the first time you spoke to lfr. 

Parkinson and Mr. O'Brien about the matter of your involvement? 

!:Ir. Magruder. I don't want to say the first time. 

Nr. Dash. Earlier you had given Mr. Parkinson the full 

story. 

Hr. Magruder. Yes. So I would say in any detail, yes, in 

detail. We mentioned it other times. I saw a lot of Parkin

son and O'Brien during the .entire investigation •. 

Mr. Dash. After the trial or before? 

Mr. Magruder. After the trial. 

Mr. Dash. After the trial did you then raise with Parkin

son and O'Brien your involvement1 

Mr. Magruder. Yes, and they suggested it might be time 

for me to get independent counsel and they suggested Hr~ 

Bierbower and I went dolro. to see Hr. Bierbower. 'Within six 

days we had agreed that the only alternative for me to do is to 
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17. On March 28, 1973 John Ehrlichman telephoned Attorney General 

Kleindienst on the President's instructions and asked Kleindienst a 

series of questions which the President had dictated and which Ehrlich

man had hand written on a piece of paper. Ehrlichman, during the con

versation, told Kleindienst that the President directed him to tell the 

Attorney General that the best information he had or has is that neither 

Dean, Haldeman, Colson nor Ehrlichman nor anybody in the White House 

had any prior knowledge of the Watergate burglary and that the President 

was counting on the Attorney General to provide him with any informa

tion to the contrary and to contact him direct. Ehrlichman also told 

the Attorney General that serious questions were being raised with 

regard to John Mitchell and the President wanted the Attorney General 

to communicate to him any evidence or inferences on that subject. 
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17 .1 JOHN EHRLICHMAN LOG., MARCH 28., 1973 

TUESD_c\.Y, MARC!""t 27, 1973 

./,.8:15 HRH office 
9 :45 ·--Col;~-\'!hita~e:c, Sneed, Garment (Woun.dc!ci Knee) 

11-1 Pre3id2nt 
2:30 ----Plior:e iz1ter·1iew with Oakland Com_,nunity College 

3:30 
4:45 

Eric Thuma 
_Haircut 
David Young --------. 

,/ "WEDNESDAY. 1vLA..RCH 28, 1973 

· JDF, office (HRH group) 

{Det:-oU:) 

8:.15 
9:30 

C. 10:30 

11 :00 

~:~:~~ :~]ker, Garment, Bullin ("'Wounded Knee) 

Natinn 1s Business cover story interview (Sack ·wooldridge-, 
Robert Gray, Wilbur Martin) 
Julie Eisenhower 3:00 

3:30 Aldo Beckman, Glen Elsasser:, Louise Hutchinson, Ed Rohrbach 

/ THURSDAY, MARCH 29, 1973 
V 

8:15 HRH office ~-==-
9:30 · .. · American Newspaper Publishers Association 

Wellington Hotel 
11 :00 Energy meeting - Shultz, Kissinger, Scowcroft, DiBona, Si:non 
1 :3Q_ _____ L,,i,;;n.Cch in HRH office 

2 :40 Pre.sident 
4:30 Timmons 
5:00 Timmons, Pat Gray - --.-~---~ 5 :3_0_~1?J:.es.i_d_ent 
7:00 Dixie Lee Ray 
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other words, he ,vas not going to move against anybody until he had 
this down and could see what this fellow really had and then would go 
forward. 

Senator GURNEY. ·well now, around about this time or somewhat 
later, and there are so many meetings here that I ha.ve really forgotten 
which occurred w'hen, so perhaps I am going to have to rely on you for 
that, but did the President lift the phone up at anytime and say, "John 
I want you to come over to the office here and talk about ·w atergate, 
what you know about it." 

'1\fr. EHRLICHl\IAN. No, sir, not until way late in the game. He lifted 
np the phone one day and called me down and said, "I am satisfied 
that John Dean is in this so deeply that he simply cannot any longer 
have anything to do with it." · 

· Senator Guru,,"EY. That is when he transferred the assignment to 
you! 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator GURNEY. What date was that¥ 
:Mr. EHRLICHMAN. March 30. 
Senator GURNEY •. And tell us again precisely what transpired in 

that phone conversation beyond what you have already . 
.Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, that was a meeting in the President's office 

on March 30, and it was, as I recall, quite brief. We had had, we were 
getting ready to leave that same day, as a matter of fact, for Cali
fornia, and he called me down, I am looking for the time to help me, 
to recall the time of departure here. Yes, we leave at 3 o'clock in 
the afternoon, we had had a long meeting that morning with Secre
tary Shultz and Mr. Sonnenfeld about the economy, and that ran 
from 9 a.m. to about, I don't know, what, 10 a.m. or 11 a.m., something 
of that kind, a long session, as I recall. He called me down for just 
a;bout 10 minutes at noontime, and said what I have just told you, 
and T said, "Well, what is it you expect me to do :basically" a.nd he 
said, "I want you to step into what Dean has been doing here. I need 
to know about executive privilege, I need to know about attorney
client privilege, I need to have somebody set this strategy with regard 
t.o testifying at the committee and the grand jury and these other 
places and I need to know where the truth lies in this thing." And 
the only ti:poff that '.I had had to that was a request from him on the 
27th, I believe it was, yes, on the 27th. 

Senator 'GURNEY. Is that the meeting between 11 a.m. and 1 p.m. 
with the President~ · 

r. EHRLICHMAN. I ·believe-yes, yes indeed. That was for the pur
of dictating to -me a list of questions that he wanted put to the 

orney General, and I believe that telephone call to the Attorney 
. eral which actually was not completed until the next day because 

he was traveling, is in your file, phone call with Kleindienst on the 
28th, and 'l then went down a hand written list of questions that the 
President had put to me about the progress of the case, about the 
involvement of .John Mitchell, possible? any possible evidence that 
Kleindienst might have, any possible evidence of anybody else being 
involved at the Committee To Re-Elect, any evidence of any :White 
House staff being in ml ved and the President told me to tell the Attor
ney General that if he had any such evidence or if he developed any 
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such evidence~ that he was then to transmit it directly to the President, 
not through me, not through anybody else at the \Vhite House but 
direct to the President, and in that message I did, as you see in the 
tmnscri pt, that I did transmit to the Attorney General. 

Senator Gl:rRNEY. Do we have those questions that he---
l\I r. E1mLICID£..\N. No, sir, you do not. They are a part of my notes 

of the meeting of the 27th which are in the President's file. · . 
Senator GURXEY. How many questions were there? · · . 
)fr. EHRLICJBtAN. \Vell, there are about 10 or 12 topics, I think, 

writfon out on a piece of paper. 
Senator GURNEY. Would you give us to the best of your recollection 

what the topics were and what the questions were 1 
l\Ir. EHRLICIUIAN. I think I can do thwt best, Senator, by lool.."lng at 

that telephone conversation and-because I think that that transcript 
is quite faithful to the list. I just went down the list in talking with 
the Attorney General. I don't seem to have that in my--

Senator GURNEY. The telephone. 
Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. The telephone call with Mr. IGeindienst on the . 

28th. . . 
Senator GURNEY. I~onder if the committee would hand this to the 

witness, ·Mr. Ehdichman. That apparently is it. If we have another 
copy I wish I could have it, too, but I think it is better you have it at 
the moment .. 

Mr. EHRLICHMAX. We have a copy here; I may have stuck it back in 
the file. 

Thank you very much. ' 
Senator GURNEY.:! have a copy here now. 
Senator ERVIN. Let the reporter assign that the appropriate exhibit 

number. · 
[The document re:ferred to was marked exhibit No. 99.*J · 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Actually the first sentence, as •I recall, is only 

partly on this ·transcript and it said, "There are a number of thin!?S 
the President wanted me t.o cover with you," and only the latter half 
of that sentence is in the transcript. · 

Senator GURNEY. If we could, Mr. Ehrlichman! this is very impor-' 
tant, but if you could summarize these as briefly as you can it will help 
out the committee because I think my own time is running out here. 

Mr. E1rnLICH::\IAN. You will see in the fourth paragraph I said~ 
"No. 1, he wanted me to ask you these two things that I did yesterday 
about the grand jury and about Baker," meaning Se.nator Baker, and 
then we go into an inquiry about some statements that Senator Weicker 
had made to the press which the President had asked Pat Gray to check 
into. Then, and the 1President wanted a report on whether Senator 
Weicker had any evidence or not to support these assertions. 

Senator GURNEY. I think perhaps you had better explain a little 
more about Senator Baker who is not here so we can know that there 
is no--

)fr. E:1rnuc1nu::-.. ·well, the President had desi~ated John Dean as 
the 1'\'lnte Mouse contact on ·watergate, or the ,,11ite House leadman 
on 1Yatergate, as I say in February. He had also desirrnated the Attor
ney General as the administration contact to the co;mittee, and had 

•see p. 2944. 
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asked the Attorney General to be in touch with Senator Baker with 
regard to committee rules and technical matters of that kind. . 

Senator GURNEY, This was just a liaison matted 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes,sir. . . 
Senator GURNEY. So ··he can find out what was gomg on, what the 

committee planned to do, that sort of thing? 
Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. That is correct. So he was asking for a report 

from the Attomey General on that. 
·By the way, it comes back to me that in the meeting that Dean and 

Mitchell and Haldeman and I had in the President's office on the 22d 
that the President had picked up the phone and called the Att-0rney 
General and had given him. some questions to ask Senator Baker about 
committee timing and that kind of thing so that he would be advised 
of the facts, and he had not yet had the report back from the Attorney 
General on that. 

Then this first page is about Senator W eicker's statements, which 
was one of the items on the list. 

Then at the bottom of page 2 I said, "The President said for me to 
say this to you ·that the best information he has had and has, is that 
neither Dean nor Haldeman nor Colson nor I nor anybody in the oom
mittee has had any prior knowledge of this burglary. He said that he 
is counting on you to provide him with any informaltion to the contrary 
if it ever turns up. And you just contact him direct. Now as far as the 
Committee To Re-Elect is concerned he said tha1~ serious CJ.Uestions 
somebody raised with regard to Mitchell and he would likewise want 
you to communicate with him any evidence or inferences from evidence 
on that subject." 

Senator GURNEY. I think we had better stop there. 
The chairman points out to me that we have a yote on the Senate 

floor. 
' Senator ERVIN. '\Ve will stand in recess. 

[Recess.] 
Senator ERVIN. Senator Gurney will resume the questioning of the 

witness. 
Senator GURNEY. I think we were there at the •bottom of page 2, 

Mr. Ehrlichman. 
Mr. EHRLICH!IAN. Yes, sir; I saw during recess that I had skipped 

over the Attorney General's remarks in the middle i)f page 2 where in 
response to my general inquiry, a previous inquiry a.lso, he.said he has 
been emphasizing publicly that "The President wanted the matter in
vestigated, to let the chips fall where they may, but second, if a.nybody 
has any information we.not only want it, we expect to get it, so we can 
investigate it and if these indict other people ·and i;hat anybody who 
withheld information would be obstructing justice." The Attorney 
General was saying this to the press and he was g:etting this out in 
every way that he knew how. 

Now, then at the top of page 3 the significance of the McCord letter 
which was drafted •by Mr. :McCord and handed to Judge Sirica and 
which Judge Sirica read publicly was discussed and evaluated by the 
Attorney General. 

Then, we return to the question about whether or not }Ir. :Mitchell 
was involved, and that led to a statement by the Atto·rney General that 
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if l\Ir. l\Iitchell were to be involved, and he says here that he has no 
.evidence at this time that he is, but if he were, that we should gi rn some 
thought in such an event to having a special prosecutor, the Attorney 
General would feel he would have to recuse himself. Then I asked 
him what the President's position would be in the event of such a 
thing and at the bottom of page 3 and middle of page 4 he advises such 
a procedure. Then we discussed, and again this is an item on my list, 
the matter of immunity; who determines whether immunity will be 
granted mechanically, and he said the Department of Justice deter
mined that insofar as the grand jury was concerned but so far as the 
Senate committee is concerned that it made that determination in 
conjunction, I don't think he said in conjunction with the court, but 
that these were two separate procedures. 

Then another item on my list was the status of the court action which 
I have referred to previously in testimony here, in answer to a question 

U
by Senator Weicker, and then finally I was asked to tell him that there 

as a possibility that the President wanted to see him in San Clemente 
he following Saturday. The Attorney General at that time was in 
rizona, was planning to be in Los Angeles, and in point of fact that 
eeting did take place in San Clemente subsequent to this ·phone call. 
Senator GURNEY. Did the President tell you at the time he gave these 

questions to you why he was asking you to inquire of the Attorney Gen
eral rather than Mr. Dean, did that come up 1 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No, sir, it did not come up and I did not ask. 
Senator GUR:NEY. But in retrospect you think he was perhaps ha,-ing 

doubts whether he was getting a full story or not? 
Mr. EHRLICI-IMAN. Yes, up until then Mr. Dean had been the contact 

with the Attorney General in matters of this kind. 
Senator GURNEY. Then on what date did the President give this full 

assignment to you to run ,vatergate down for him? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Two days later. 
Senator GURNEY. I think I had better stop there, Mr. Chairman, 

because I have taken enough time. 
Senator ERVIN. Well, Senator, I would not want to cut you off. This 

is a very serious investigation we are making and vou could proceed 
until noon if you have further questions and then we can recess for the 
lunch hour. 

Senator GURNEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Let me then complete, if we can, the assignment you had from the 

President to now, be the sort of chief 1Vatergnt<>. investigator in the 
White House. · 

Would you tell the committee about that, what you found and what 
you reported to the President 1 

Mr. EHRLICH~IAN. I have tried to disclaim the designation "in,esti
gator," Senator, because I don't consider what I did to be an inv~~iga
tion. to a conclusive result. 

~enator GUR~EY. You certainly can define your role. I didn't mean 
to imply somethmg you were not doing. 
. l\fr. EnRLICIDIAN. I had to get up to speed on this. I was not follow
mg the law on the matter and so the first thiner that I did in another 
conrnrsation with the Attorney General was to'"'nrnm!!e to have some
one in the Department of ,J usi:ice prepare for me a thorough brief of 
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have a new Attorney General, confirmation and all the problems, and 
soniebody coming in braudnew right now." . . 

As I always have fried to do, I tried to respect the wishes of the 
President of the United States. I said, "I hope it is not going to be long 
after September. I won't be thinking of that date now. I want to get 
out of here as soon as I can, but I will agree with you that I will not 
submit my resignation in September." 

Mr. DoRsEN. I am going to pass by certain other events that oc
curred in this period, including any role you may ha.ve played in the 
confirmation hearings of l\fr. Gray, your receipt of any records from 
the CIA, and discussions as to the role you were perhaps to play in 
connection with this committee, and direct your ath,mtion instead at 
this time to a conversation I believe you had with ~fr. Ehrlichman on 
1\Iarch 28, 1973. 

Do you recall that conversation 1 
l\Ir. KLEINDIENST. No, sir. ·nMr. DoRSEN. May we have shown to the witness "~hat purports to 

I · be a. transcript of a conversation on March 28, 1973, between Mr. 
• Kleindienst and Mr. Ehrlichman? 
: Mr. KLEINDIENST. Is ihat the one that Mr. Ehr]ichman taped? 

Mr. DoRsEN. That is correct. 
_Mr. KLEINDIENST. Then I-I have had my memory vividly refreshed 

with respect to that conversation. 
Mr. DoRSEN. Did Mr. Ehrlichman, before that co1wersation started, 

tell you he was taping it? 
Mr. KLEINDIENST. No, sir. And if he had, some of the words that I 

used and that appear in this exhibit would not ha,·e been saicl by me, 
1\fr. Dorsen. 

Mr. DoRsEN. Well, in the interests of moving along I will not at
tempt to question you about the contents of that conversation but 
merely aboutl\fr. Ehrlichman's not advising you. 

Do yon know whether Mr. Ehrlichman made a practice of recording 
these phone calls? 

:Mr. KLEINDIEXST. I don't know. I learned of this as a result of these 
hearings. I don't think I have language, appropriate language in a 
public hearing of this kind, to describe the reaction that I had when 
I learned of this. I think it is reprehensible. I think it is incredible. 
The concept of somebody at the ,vi1ite House tapin~ a telephone con.
versation with the Attornev General of the United States when he is 
talking to them about business that relates to the :President of the 
United 8tates is inst hevond mv comprehension. And ]ike I saY, I don't 
want to be subjective but I don\ think I have at mv command language 
that adeciuately expresses mv fee1ings about. this incident. 

Mr. DonsEx. Does that document that I have shown you appear to 
be anaecurate transcription of the conversation? 

1\f r. KLEIXDTF.XST. I think so. 
1\fr. Donsv.x. l\fr. Chnirmnn. mav I request t1mt the transcript be 

ph<'Pd in evidence? · 

LJ
l\fr. Kr.E.IXDTY.NST. I wonld like to lrnw the oppo1·tunity for the hene
of two persons who nsNl to })(, friends of min~. SPnator WeickPr 
cl ,TmlgP 8iriea. to Pxplain soinP of thP eoneepts that I had and why 
1sPfl sonw of the languagP that T did as a rPsnlt of mv convPrsation 
th l\f r. Eltrlichman. · , · 
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Examxr No. 99 

Conversation with AG Kleindienst, March 28, i973 

K. Kleindienst. 
E. Ehrlichman. 

E. The P·resident wanted me to cover with you. Are you on an outside line? 
K. I'm at my parents' house. 
E. Oh, flue, OK, so it's a direct line? Number one, he wanted me to ask you 

those two things that I did yesterday about the grand jury and about Baker. · 
He had me call Pat Gray and have Pat contact Lowell Weicker to ask 
Weicker about this second story that he put out yesterday to the effect that 
he had information about White House inl"olvement. Arid Weicker told Gray 
that he was talking there about Political sabotage and not about the Water
gate. 

K. About the Segrettl case? . 
E. Yeah, and that he was quite vague with Pat as to what be had. 
K. I called him also, you know, after I talked to the President on Monday. 
E. Well, the President's feeling ls that it wouldn't be too bad for you in your 

press conferences in the next couple of days to take a swing at that and jnst 
say we contacted the Senator because we continue to exercise diligence in 
this thing and we~re determined to track down every lead and it turns out 
he doesn't have anything. 

K. I would really at this delicate point questton the advisability of provoking. 
you know, a confrontation with Weicker. He's essentially with us, he and 
Baker get along good. 

E. Is he? 
K. Baker has had a long talk with him and told him to shut up and said that 

he would and I talked with him on Sunday after he said he didn't have any
thing but he's kind of an excitable kid and we just might not want ro 
alienate him and I think that if he finds himself in a direct word battle with 
the White House . and me and loses face about it I think in the long run we 
might need that guy's vote. 

E. I see. You don't think that this is evidence of alienation to the point of no 
return then? 

K. No. You mean by Lowell? 
E. Yeah. 
K. No i don't. 'He's pretty disenche.nted with the wboie concept of it. Connect

icut Politician-
E. Well, use your own judgment on it, Richard. 
K. On TV I guess 7 or 8 times this Sunday when I finished my testimony before 

my appropriations committee all three networks I referred to the letter that 
I sent to Sirica and I also emphasized and repeatedly said (a) the President 
wants this investigated, let the chips fall where they will but secondly that 
it anybody has any information we .not only want it we expect to get it so 
we can investigate it and if necessary indict other people and that anybody 
who withholds information like that ls obstructing justice. But I did not 
refer to Weicker. And my judgment right now ls not to do so. 

E. OK,OK. 
K. If he gets to ,that Point, the hell with him. 
E. Well, our uneducated and uninformed impression was that he was trying 

,to develop an attack line here on the White House or the President. 
K. If that . . . it we would conclude that that is what he's up to that he is 

completely alieneted then I say we've got to take him on. · 
E. Well, keep track of tha:t and you'll ·be talldng to Baker and you get a feel of it. 

OK, now, the President said for me to say this to you. That the best in
formation he had and ·has is that neither Dean nor Haldeman nor Colson 
nor I nor anybody in the White House bad any prior knowledge of this 
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-burgiary. He said that he's counting on you to provide him 1iiith any in
formation to the contrary if it ever.turns up and rou just contac:t him direct. 
Now as far as the Committee to re-elect is concerned he said that serious 
questions are ·being raised with regard to Mitchell and he would likewise 
want you to communicate to him any evidence or inferences fi·om evidence 
on that subject. 

K. :With respect to them, unless something develops with these 7· people who 
were convicted all those people tesillled under oath before a gnmd jury and 
their testimony was not contradictory and until something comes along I 
think this fellow ·McCord if he.has something besides his own testimony in 
addition to ,that to refute the sworn testimony, then you'd have to do it. 
The comment that I made yesterday about McCord was that it takea--

E. Take him for what he is. · 
K. He's facing a long jail sentence and he has all kinds of motiv1es to say all 

·kinds of things but I also pointed out that most of the people·, well, these 
people who were involved were in,terviewed by the FBI and they testi1ied 
under oath before a grand jury to the contrary of what MeCoird is saying. 
But I understand the President's direction. 

E. He's concerned about Mitchell. 
K. SoamI. 
E. And he would want to have a private communication from yo:11 if yon are 

possessed of any information that you think he ought to have with regard 
to John. 

K. Now he ought to think about Jobn.....,McCord or Liddy or Hwtt or any of 
these 7, you know, testify under oath specltl.cally to their knowledge they 
have a ,basis for saying so that Mitchell or any of these guys knew about it; 
we have a very serious problem. Possible perjury, possibility oJ~ going back 
to the grand jury, they have a grand jury determine when anym1e should be 
indicted. When you talk about Mitchell and me that really creates the 
highest conflict of interest. A.nd we want to give some thoug!tt to having 
in such an event having a special prosecutor. 

E. Woot is the procedure for that? 
K. Well, I -don't know. I think that the President could appoint somebody a11 

a special prosecutor to direct the FBI to cooperate with him, giv·ing them an 
opportunity to hire some attorneys, you know, on his stafr attd then just 
have complete authority to have his own investigation and if thei~e's evidence 
that comes out that there were acts of criminal behavior have them presented 
to a grand jury then proceed with it. 

E. Could you have somebody brief out how that's done? .Just so we1 know? And 
the question would be whether the President or Sirica or you or you know 
who actually does it? 

K. Well it wouldn't be the judge. The judge has no jurisdiction. I think it 
would be the President. 

E. OK. 
K. But it has its own problems that by doing that you in effect :say publicly 

well OK the Department of Justice and the Attorney Genet·al the U.S. 
Atllorney and the FBI all corrupt. I've now found that out and have got to 
get myself a new--

E. Of course we've ·resisted that right straight through. 
K. I think that we have.to do it in the event that it appears that l\1[itchell him

self is going to be involved in any further litigation because all the men who 
are doing this who have worked for him been appointed and l[ think if it 
came down to him that that's what I would seriously start thiuking about, 
-recommending. 

E. Also this business of the grant of immunity to witnesses before the grand 
jury, is that peculiarly in the province of the cou.rt? 

K. No, that's the Department of Justice. 
E. That is? 
K. In almost every criminal case of any consequence when we convict some

body the next thing to do is haul them back in before a grand jury to tind 
out what they know. You have to do it in this case-always goiing to do it. 
Quite a limitation posed on us .John is that~who couldn't cut it {inaudible). 
But you have two •really distinct situations here. You have the, Watergate 
inquiry by Senator Ervin, that's the political side of it. And th~•n y,ou have 
the obligation imposed upon us to investigate criminal conduct. Two separate 
distinct operati"ons. They're getting all fuzzed up. 
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E. ,Vhat progress are they making right no,v, have you had a reading on it? 
K Well, the last time I talked to Henry Monday because of Sirica's sentencing 

procedures it got a little boxed up. Sirica is really fousing this thing up. I . 
don't know. I'm going to talk to Petersen this morning and I'll call you 
back. 

E. OK, great, that's all I had on my list. 
K. Thanks, John. 
E. Now , he said that there was a possibility he'd like to see you in San 

Clemente Saturday morning first thing. So you might just keep that in the 
back of your mind. Don't rearrange any of your schedules or anything but 
I'll let you know if that materializes. We'd send a chopper up to LA for you. 
Thank you. 

K. OK. 
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EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF A 
RECORDING OF A TELEPHONE CONVERSATION BETWEEN 
RICHARD G. KLEINDIENST AND JOHN D. EHRLICHMAN 
ON MARCH 28, 1973 

Uh, the President wanted me to cover with you -- are 

you on an outside line? 

I'm at my parents' house. 

Oh, fine, okay, so it's a direct line? 

No problem. 

Uh, number one, .he wanted me to ask you those two things 

that I did yesterday about the grand jury and about 

Baker. Uh, he had me call Pat, Pat Gray and have Pat 

contact Lowell Weicker to ask Weicker about this second 

story that he put out yesterday to the effect that he had 

information about White House involvement. And, uh, 

Weicker told Gray that, uh, uh, he was talking there 

about political sabotage and not about the Watergate. 

Talking about the Segretti testimony. 

Yeah, yeah, and that, uh, uh he was quite vague with Pat 

as to what he had. 
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KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

Yeah, I called, I called him also, you know, after I 

talked to the President on 

Yeah. 

Monday [unintelligible] 

Right. Well, the President's feeling is that, uh, it 

wouldn't be too bad for you in your press conferences 

in the next couple of days to take a, to take a swing 

at that 

Okay. 

and just say, uh, we contacted the Senator because we 

continue to exercise diligence in this thing and we're 

determined to track down every lead, and uh, it turns 

out he doesn't have anything. 

I would really, uh, at this delicate point question the 

advisability of provoking, you know, a confrontation 

with Weicker. He's essentially with us, he and Baker 

, get along good. 

Is he? 

Baker is -- had a long talk with him and told him to 

shut up and said he would and I talked to him on 
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EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEHIDIENST: 

Sunday and, you know, after he said he didn't have 

anything, uh, but he's kind of an excitable kid and 

[clears throat] we just might, just might not want to, 

you know, alienate him and I think that if he finds' 

himself in a direct word battle with the White House 

and me and if he gets his, you know, his face [chuckles] 

loses face about it 

Yeah. 

I think in the long run we might ne~ed that guy's vote. 

I see. 

You know. 

You think, you, you don't think that this is evidence of 

alienation to the point of, uh, no return then? 

No. You mean by Lowell? 

Yeah. 

No, I don't. 

Okay. 

But it's, you know, he's pretty dis1,mchanted with the 

whole concept of it and he is also willing to talk about 

this Connecticut politician --
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EHRLICHMAN: Well, use your own judgment on it, Richard. 

KLEINDIENST: In, uh, [clears throat] on T.V. I guess seven or eight 

times this Sunday when I finished my testimony before 

my appropriations connnittee [unintelligible] all three 

networks out there, I referred to the letter that I sent 

to Sirica and I also emphasized and repeatedly said 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

(a) the President wants this investigated, let the chips 

fall where they will, but secondly that if anybody has 

any information, you know, uh, we not only want it, we 

expect to get it so you can investigate it and if neces

sary indict other people 

Right. 

and that anybody who withholds information like that, 

you know, is, uh, obstructing justice. 

Right. 

Uh, but I did not refer to Weicker. 

Okay. 

And my, my judgment right now is not to do so. 

Okay, okay. 
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KLEINDIENST: If he gets to that point, the hell with him. 

EHRLICHMAN: Well --

KLEINDIENST: If he gets to that point, uh --

EHRLICHMAN: our Iclears throat] our, uh, uneducated and uninformed 

impression was that he was trying to develop, uh, uh, 

an attack line here on, uh, the White House or the 

President. 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAi.1\1": 

Well, if that ••• if we would conclude, you know, 

that that is what he's up to, and that he is completely 

alienated, you know, then I say we've got to take him on. 

Well, keep, keep track of that and, uh, you'll be 

talking to Baker and, and you get a f1ael of it. Okay, 

now, the President said for me to say this to you. 

That [clears throat] the best information he had, and 

has, is that neither Dean nor Haldeman nor Colson nor 

I nor anybody in the White House had .any prior knowledge 

of this burglary. 

Right. 

He said that, uh, he's counting on you to provide him with 

any information to the contrary if it ever turns up 
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KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

That's right. 

and, uh, you just contact him direct. Now as far as 

the Committee to Re-elect is concerned, uh, he said 

that, uh, uh, uh, serious questions are being raised 

with regard to Mitchell and, uh, he would likewise want 

you to communicate to him any, uh, evidence or inferences 

from evidence, uh, on that subject. 

Well, with respect to them, unless [clears throat] 

something develops, you know, with these seven people 

who were convicted, you know, all those people testified 

under oath before a grand jury and their testimony was 

not contradicted, uh, and until something comes along I 

take this fellow McCord, you know, not that I --

Yeah. 

indicate a link to Magruder -- if he has something besides 

his own testimony, you know, in addition to that to refute 

the sworn testimony, then you'd have to do it. The comment 

that I made yesterday about McCord was that it takes --

!Unintelligible] Yeah. 

convicted felon. 
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EHRLICHMAN: Yeah. 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

He' s facing a long jail sentence and he has all kinds 

of motives to say all kinds of things but I also pointed 

out that [clears throat] most of thi~ people, well, these 

people who were involved were interv·iewed by the FBI and 

they testified under oath before a grand jury to the 

contrary of what McCord is saying. So, but I'm, I 

understand the President's direction. [Unintelligible] 

He's, he's concerned about Mitchell 1, and uh, 

So am I. 

Uh, he, he would want to have a private connnunication from 

you if you are, uh, possessed of any information that you 

think he ought to have, uh, with regard to John. 

I understand. 

Uh, now, uh, he's up, he's --

Maybe you ought to think about John when you talk to the 

President -- If, if McCord or Liddy or Hunt or any of these 

seven, you know, uh, testify under oath specifically, you 

know, to their knowledge, you know, they have a basis for 

saying so that Mitchell or any of these guys knew about it; 

-7-
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EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

Um run. 

then we a, we have a very serious problem. You know, 

possible perjury, possibility of going back to the grand 

jury, they have a grand jury determine whether any one of 

them should be indicted. When you talk about Mitchell you 

know, uh, and myself, you know, that really creates, you 

know, the highest [chuckles] form of, you know, conflict 

of interest. 

Yeah. 

You might say, and we might want to give some thought to 

having -- in such an event, having a special prosecutor. 

What is the procedure for that? 

Well, I don't know. I, I think that the President could , 

appoint somebody as a special prosecutor to direct the 

FBI to cooperate with him, giving them an opportunity to 

hire some attorneys, you know, on his staff and let him, 

uh, just have complete authority to have his own investi

gation and if there's evidence that comes out that there 

were acts of criminal behavior have them presented to a 

grand jury, you know, and then proceed with it. 

Could, could you have somebody brief out how that's done? 
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KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

Uh --

Just so we know? 

Okay. 

And, uh, uh, uh, the question would be whether the President 

or Sirica or you or, or, you know, who actually does it? 

Yes, well, it wouldn't be the judge. The judge has no, 

no jurisdiction in the area. 

All right. 

I think it would be the President. 

All right. 

He would do it. 

Okay. 

But I, I, it has its own problems that by doing that you 

in effect say publicly well okay the Department of Justice 

and the Attorney General, the U.S. Attorney, and the FBI, 

you know --

All corrupt. 

all corrupt. 

-9-
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EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

Yeah. 

I've now found that out 

Yeah. 

and I've got to get myself a new --

Right. Well, of course we've resisted that 

I know it. 

right straight through. 

[Unintelligible] But I, but I think that we have to do 

it in the event that it appears that Mitchell himself is 

going to be involved 

I get it. 

in any further litigation because all the men who are doing 

this who have worked for him -- been appointed, you know, 

uh, and I think that if it came down to him that that's 

what I would seriously start thinking about, recommending 

such an [unintelligible]. 

Also this business of the grant of immunity to witnesses 

before the grand jury, uh, is that peculiarly in the 

province of the Court? 
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KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDiENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

No, that's the Department of Justice. 

That is? 

In almost every criminal case of any consequence when we 

convict somebody the next thing we do is haul them back 

in before a grand jury [unintelligible] to find out what 

they know. 

Uh huh. 

Uh, you have to do it in this case -- you're always 

going to do it in this case, notwithi;tanding Sirica. 

Yeah. 

Part of the limitation imposed upon us John is that he 

is the only one who can cut it in all this. 

Right. 

{Unintelligible] Progress. 

Right. 

Under conditions [unintelligible]. But [clears throat] 

you have two really distinct situations here. You have 

the Watergate inquiry by Senator Ervin, that's the political 

Yeah. 
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KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

KLEINDIENST: 

EHRLICHMAN: 

[Unintelligible] And then you have the obligation imposed 

upon us to investigate criminal conduct. 

··Yeah. 

And, and they are two separate distinct operations. They're 

getting all fuzzed up. That's the problem. 

What uh, uh, what progress are they making right now, have 

you had a reading on it? 

Well, the last time I talked with, with Henry uh, uh, 

Monday [clears throat] because of Sirica's sentencing pro

cedures it got a little boxed up. Sirica has really loused 

this thing up. Uh, so, uh, I, I don't know. I'm going to 

talk to Petersen this morning and [unintelligible] if there 

is anything [unintelligible] Petersen, I'll call you back. 

Okay, great, 

Good enough. 

that's all I had on my list. 

Thanks, John. 

Now, uh, he said that, uh, there was a possibility he'd 

like to see you in San Clemente Saturday morning 

-12-
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KLEINDIENST: Saturday morning 

EHRLICHMAN: first thing. So you might just keep that in the back 

of your mind. Don't rearrange any of your schedules 

or anything 

KLEINDIENST: Right. 

EHRLICHMAN: but I'll let you know if that materializes. 

KLEINDIENST: Okay. 

EHRLICHMAN: We'd send a chopper up to L.A. fo r you. 

KLEINDIENST: Right. 

EHRLICHMAN: Okay. 

KLEINDIENST: Right. 

EHRLICHMAN: Thank you. 

KLEINDIENST: Bye. 
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The time has come to turn 'Watergate over to the courts, where the 
questions of guilt or innocence belong. The time has come for the rest of us 
to get on with the urgent business of our Nation. 

Last November, the American peoplewere given the clearest choice 
of this century. Your votes were a mandate, which I accepted, to complete 
the initiatives we began in my first term and to fulfill the promises I made 
for my second term. 

This Administration was elected to control .inflation-to reduce the 
power and size of Government-to cut the cost of Government so that you 
can cut the cost of living-to preserve and defend those fundamental 
values that have made America great-to keep the Nation's military 
strength second to none-to achieve peace with honor in Southeast Asia, 
and to bring home our prisoners of war-to build a new prosperity, with
out inflation and without war-to create a structure of peace in the world 
that would endure long after we are gone. 

These are great goals, they are worthy of a great people, and I would 
not be true to your trust if I let myself be turned aside from achie\'ing those 
goals. 

If you share my belief in these goals-if you want the mandate you 
gave this Administration to be carried out-then I ask for your help to 
ensure that those who would exploit Watergate in order to-keep us from 
doing what we were elected to do will not succeed. · · 

I ask tonight for your understanding, so that as a Nation we can learn 
the lessons of Watergate and gain from that experience . 

I ask for your ·help in reaffirming our dedication to the principles of 
decency, honor, and respect for the institutions that have sustained our 
progress through these past two centuries. 

And I ask for your support in getting on once again with meeting 
your problems, improving your life, building your future. 

With your help, with God's help, we will achieve those great goals 
for America. 

" Thank you and good evening. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 9 p.m. in his Oval Office at the White House. His 
address was broadcast live on radio and television. 

991 

The Watergate Investigation 
f Statement by the President. August 15, 1973 

On May 17 the Senate Select Committee began its 
hearings on Watergate. Five days later, on May 22 , I 
i~sued a detailed statement discussing my relationship 
to the matter. I stated categori cally that I had no prior 
knowledge of the Watergate opera tion and that I neith er 
knew of nor took part in any subsequent efforts to cover 
it up. I also stated that I would not inrnkc executive 
privilege:: as to lcstimon y by present and former mem
bers uf my Whit e House Staff with respect to po;;.siblc 
,riminal ;ict, then under in\'estiga tion. 

the evidence is not only extensive but very much in con
flict. It would be neither fair nor appropriate for me 
to assess the evidence or comment on specific witnesses 
or their credibility. That is the function of the Senate 
Committee and the courts. What I intend to do here is 
to cover the principal issues relating to my own conduct 
which ha\'e been raised since my statement of :\lay '.!2. 
and thereby to place the testimo ny on those issues in per
spectfre. 

Thirty -fin: witn esses ha, ·e te,tified so far. The record 
is more than 7 ,:iOQ pages and some '.! million words long. 
The allegations arc many, the facts arc compl icated, and 

I said on May '.!'.! that I had no prior knowled ge of 
the \\'atergate operation. In all the te,-timonY. there is 
not the slightest evidence to the contrary. ?\at a single 
witness has tc:-tificd that I had any knowkclgc of the 
planning for th<· \\'atcrgatc break-in. 

It i, also tru e. as I said on :".fay '.!'.!. that I took no p:1rt 
in, and was not aware of, any subsequent efforts to 
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write a complete report on all that he knew of the entire 
Watergate matter. On :March 28, I had Mr. Ehrlichman 
call the Attorney General to find out if he had additional 
information about Watergate generally or White House 
involvement. The Attorney General was told that I 
wanted to hear directly from him, and not through any 
staff people, if he had any information on White House 
involvement or if information of that kind should come 
to him. The Attorney General indicated to Mr. Ehrlich-

1an that he had no such information. When I learned 
on March 30 that Mr. Dean had been unable to com
plete his report, I instructed Mr. Ehrlichman to con
duct an independent inquiry and bring all the facts to 
me. On April 14, Mr. Ehrlichman gave me his findings, 
and I directed that he report them to the Attorney Gen
eral immediately. On April 15, Attorney General Klein
dienst and Assistant Attomev General Petersen told me 
of new information that had been received by the 
prosecutors. 

By that time the fragmentary information I had been 
given on March 21 had been supplemented in important 
ways, particularly by Mr. Ehrlichman's report to me on 
April 14, by the iriformation Mr. Kleindienst and Mr. 
Petersen gave me on April 15, and by independent in
quiries I had been making on my own. At that point, I 
realized that I would not be able personally to find out 
all of the facts and make them public, and I concluded 
that the matter was best handled by the Justice Depart
ment and the grand jury.-On April 17, I announced that 

. new inquiries were underway, as a result of what I had 
learned on March 21 and in my own investigation since 
that time. I instructed all Government employees to co
operate with the jucl,icial process as it moved ahead on 
this matter and expressed my personal view that no im
munity should be given to any individual who had held 
a position of major importance in this Administration. 

My consistent position from the beginning has been 
to get out the facts about Watergate, not to cover them 
up. 

On May 22 I said that at no time did I authorize any 
offer of executive clemency for the ,vatergate defend
ants, nor did I know of any such offer. I reaffirm that 
statement. Indeed, I made mv view clear to Mr. Ehr
lichman in J ulv 1972, that under no circumstances could 
executive clemency be considered for those who partici
pated _in the Watergate break-in. I maintained that 
position throughout. v · 

On 1[ay 22 T said that "it was not until th/time of 
nw own investigation that I learned of the break-in at 
the office of .\Ir . Ellsherg's psychiatrist. and I spn-ifically 
authorized the furnishing of this information to Judge 
Byrne." After a \·er~· careful re\·iew, T ha,·e determined 
that this statcnwnt of mine is not prcci,ch- accurate. It 
was on .\farrh 17 that I first lrarned of the 'break-in at 
the oflicc of Dr. Fielding. and that \vas 4 d:i,·s before the 
beginning of my own investigation on :\-farch 21. T was 

told then that nothing by way of evidence had been ob
tained in the break-in. On April 18 I learned that the 
Justice Department had interrogated or was going to 
interrogate Mr. Hunt about this break-in. I was gravely 
concerned that other activities of the Special Investiga
tions Unit might he disclosed, because I knew this could 
seriously injure the .national security . Consequently, I 
directed Mr. Petersen to stick to the Watergate im·cstiga
tion and stay out of national security matters. On April 
25 Attorney General Kleindienst came to me and urged 
that the fact of the break-in should be disclosed to the 
court, despite the fact that, since no evidence had been 
obtained, the law did not clearly require it. I concurred 

· and authorized him to report the break-in to Judge 
Byrne. 

In view of the incident of Dr. Fielding's office, let me 
emphasize two things. 

First, it was and is important that many of the matters 
worked on by the Special Investigations Unit not be pub
licly disclosed because disclosure would unquestionably 
damage the national security. This is why I have exer
cised executive privilege 01'1 some of these matters in con
nection with the testimony of Mr. Ehrlichman and others. 
The Senate Committee has learned through its investiga
tion the general facts of some of these security matters 
and has to date wisely declined to make them public or 
to contest in thes.e respects my claim of executive privilege. 

Second, I at no time authorized the use of illegal means 
by the Special Investigations Unit, and I was not aware 
of the break-in of Dr. Fielding's office until March 17, 
1973. 

Many persons will ask why, when the facts are as I have 
stated them, I do not make public the tape recordings 
of my meetings and conversations with members of the 
White House Staff during this period. 

I am aware that such terms as "separation of powers" 
and "executive privilege" are lawyers' terms, and that 
those doctrines have been called "abstruse" and "eso
teric." Let me state the commonsense of the matter. 
Every day a President of the United States is required 
to make difficult decisions on grave issues. It is absolutely 
essential, if the President is to be able to do his job as 
the country expects, that he be able to talk openly and 
candidly with his advisers about issues and individuals 
and that they be able to talk in the same fashion with 
him. Indeed. on oc,asion. they must be able to "blow off 
steam" about important puhlic figures. This kind of 
frank discussion is onh· po;sihle when tho,e who take 
part in it can feel assured that what thev ,ay is in the 
strictest confidence. 

The Presidcnn· is not the onh- office th:it · require;. 
ronficlcntiality if it is tn function effcrtin·l,· .. .\ .\[ember 
of Congress nm,t he ahk to talk in confidence with hi, 
a:a.sistanc,. Jud~cs must be abk tn confer in conficlenn· 
wi1h their law c.krb and with eadl other. Throu~hout 
our entire hi.,tnn · the ne,:cl for this kind of ,onfidt'ntiality 
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1 C 16 Pa::SIO~Nil..\l DOCUMCNi';i: ~ICii.\~O ~H:(ON, l ?71 

_-\(:·1·1uN· 

.-b11w!mccme11t of lr1t,mtio11 'l.'o Nomi,wte 
l! arry ]. JI oga11 To Be .4ssociate Director for 
Policy and Program Dei•elo/mum/. 

I[,_. \V;.b bout ,,~i..\f~i.y 2~ l~Jl·!-, in ~;ei.,;~uk ~ J ~rr 
I !o,:~:u1 VltL'> ;~r~1~lu:.1lc<l r.nagna curn laud,: frorr: £,rin:~;;,,~ 
U11i,e1,ity, . rcccivnl his LLB. from Cc.lumhi:, L:i.· . ., 
Sch,,CJI, and received bis Ph.D. ia American .1-fr,torv from 
George Washington Universit~·- He ,;t:rved in th~ U.~. 
Navy during \\:or!d War II, attaining the rank of 
commander. 

_-lug?J.;! 21, 1973 

Tia.: President today announced his intention to nomi-
11ac,: H.11Tf J. Hogan, of Ikthesda, l\hl., to be Associate 
Director of ACTION for Policy and Program Dn·elop
ment. He will succeed Charles W. Ervin, who resigned ef
frnive September 4, 1973. 

From 194-7 to 1952, :\Ir_ Ho:~an was on the !ega! :;r;ifi 
of the Tennessee Valley Authoritr, the Burc:::i.u of L:i.::<l 
Mai1agement, and the llureau of Indi,m Affairs. F:om 
1952 to 1951, he w;,., engaged in the private pr::icr:ce of 
law in The Daile;;, Oreg., where he was twice eh,cted Dis
trict ,\ttomey (19S6 and 1960). From 1961 to 190~, ).fr_ 
Hogan sen-ed as general coun;d of the Bonne\ille Powe 
Administration, in Portland, Oreg.; a.s As.,oc::i.te Solicitor 
for Water and Power of the Department of the Interiur, 
and a, Legislative_ Coun;el of the Department of the 
Interior_ 

Sine,: 1972, Mr. Hogan has been director c,f govern
ment relations for Catholic Uniwrsity, in 1\'a.;hington, 

D.C. From 1971 to 1972, he was engaged in the private 
practice of law, served as a cor~,ultant on educational and 

environmental matters, and was profes.,or of law at Dela
ware Law School, in Wilmington, Del. From 1969 to 
197 I, he wa$ counsel of the House Special Subcommittee 

on Education. 

Mr. Hogan is married and has three daughters_ The. 
Hogans w;ide in Bethesda, :\Id. 

1-. OTE: The announcement was released in; San Clemente-, Calif. 

~E PRESIDENT'S NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
l_ AUGUST 22, 1973 

Helrl al the Western White liottSe 

SECRETARY OF STATE 

THE PRESIDENT. Ladies and gentlemen, I have an announcement before 
going to your questions. 

It is with the deep sense of not only official regret, but personal 
regret, that I announce thi:: resignation of Secretary of State \Villiam 
Rogers, effective September 3. A letter, which will be released to the 
press after this conference, will indicate my appraisal of his work as 
Secretary of State. 1 

I will simply say at this time that he wanted to leave at the con
clusion of the first 4 years. He agreed to stay on because we had some 
enormously important problems coming up, including the negotiations 
which resulted in the end of the war in Vietnam, the Soviet summit, the 
European Security Conference, as welt as in other areas-Latin Amc-rica 
and in Asia-where the Secn:tary of State, as you know, has bet"n quite 
busr O\'t'.r these past r, months. 

As he returns to pri\·atc !if,·, we ,·.-ill not only miss him, in terms of 
hi, ollici;,l scn·ice, but I sh:tli p:1rticuL1!ly mi~-' him bccll!~t: of his h:t\·ing 
br:c!:, thru:1p;h the yc:ir,, a y,·:y close pcr:«mal fricud :u:d a,h·is.:-r. 

T!ut p,·:x>tul frit·nrl-:hip ;:nrl ;:;h·ic,'., h,1\\-,Tcr. r lio:Jc· :'-till to han· 
riw lwn,-iit of, :tnd I kmnv th:1t l \1 i J 

t Eur an t·,,dn,1:~t· of 1l'Ht'r.-. b,·t\\·1·t•tt tl11· f':t·,~d,·nt arH.1 ~:::'(To:.:t.u~ l)f St:tte 1~o:;,·rs. 

S1 ·i' p:1'.~t~ f,)}:) trf thi-. i:-..;11,~. 
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·1 i rr .Pt,i·~~E..>~:.,;:·. i cio1r: 't hdicv c , fl: ~.i. i~ ·,,,,,•i!\,l ~;.tti / ,y 
tfw J>lll,lic min<.!, ar.d it ;;l:uuld nut. Tl w sn oml pni ,1t i:, 
th:,t a., l\[r . \Vri:;hr, wh0 ;1.rg w,d th e < ;L, <:, I under , ta11d 
\Tl) ' "·di , hdore Ju di(C Sirica this morning , lu , indi catt:d , 
L> I.an· the t:ipt'.,, li, a·nt'd to-h e ind ic;it,:d this aho in 
hi.s brief- either b) a prosecutor or by a judge or i11 
<"<11rrr rn , or in any wa y, would violate th::-principle c,f c:on
fab1 ti:dity , and I hd ie\'e he is com :ct. That is wh)' we 
;,r..: st::nding- firm on tht: prupo , itiori that we wil! not agree 
to the Senate committee 's desire to ha ve, fur example, it, 
chid inn:stigator li;t en to the tapes , or the Special Prost
cutor's desire to hear the tapes, and also why we will op
pose, as Mr. Wright d;d in his argument this morning , 
any compromise of the principle of confidentialit)'. 

Let me explain \'ery carefull: · that the prin cipk of 
confidentiality either exists or it does not exist. On ce it 
is compromised, once it is known that a connrsation that 
is held with the President ca;i be subject to a subpoena by 
a Scn.ite committee, hy a grand jury , by a prosecutor, and 
be listened to by anyone, the prin ciple of confidentiality 
is thereby irreparabl y da maged. In cidentally, let me say 
that now that tapes are no longer being made, I suppo se 
it<:ould be argued that, what difference docs it make now, 
now that tht'.Se tapes are also in the past . What is involved 
here is not only the tapes; what is involved, as you ladies 
and gentlemen well know, is the reqnc:st on the part of 
the Senate committee and the Special Prosecutor, as well, 
that we turn over Presidential papers, in' 'other words, the · 
records of conversations with the Preside .nt made by his 
associates. Those paper s, and the tapes as well, cannot be 
turned over without breaching the principle of confiden
tiality. It was President Truman that made that argument 
very effectively in his letter to a Senate committee, or h:s 
response to a Congressional committee, a House com
mittee it was, in 1953, when they asked him to tum O\"er 
his papers . So whether it is a paper or whether it is a tape, 
what we have to bear in mind is that for a President to 
conduct the affairs of this office and conduct them effec
tively, he must be able to do so with the principle of con
fidentiality intact. Othen vise, the individu als who come 
to talk to him, whether it is his advi sers, or whether it is 
a visitor in the domestic field, or whether it is someone in 
a foreign field, will always be ~peaking in a eunurh-lik<.: 
way, rather than laying it on the line as it has to be laid 
on the line if you are going to have the creative kind o[ 
div :u,, ion that we ha, ·e often had , and it h.L~ l,een ropnn
sibJ,, for some of our succes.,es in the forei.~n poliq ' period. 

a rt ir 11!,\rl)' in the past kw years. --""" Q. :\[r. Pre,:clent , rn uld )OU tell us ,'11 t.1 )••U pcr~,m:tli\ 
ttl kcd lfJ in dirtctin g ~h:t! in\·t'stiga~i nns br {nade b o tl 1 in 
Ju 111: (1f 'i'!., shortt y ,t f:,·r the \\"at e r.~.tt t' i1h·idt"nt1 an d 1.::--t" 
;\ f:1:-, it 2 1, whe n yo !.i .~r, t tl e\V t \·id c11n · :t:1d o rck rcli a 
t11r ,rr· i nt rrt ~in .: in ·. c:-ti:.!:i~i:\n ·! 

· r1:L f\ -:Es 1::.;-:, ·i C1..·n,1 i n l ~·. l~t ,l 11i 11·, [. pf c ,,;.:r.;c , 
!:th.··, [ t r, ~.rr. ~Lt lC: ·v:.;,,i:· fi:>t of ::II, v. lir, \\~!"- the (:r' \ \ 

1 tl. :ir: 11:,11 .uf th,· c f ,1;111,i 1: , T. 11(· t,,l d 1111.: 1iL1t h· \\ ·111.I :.( 

, ;,a (!ii ; t , i tl 1urd t1.1:!t i 1;\ ,,:,st i_'--',:11io n ,ls f. 1r :i.. 1i;, l·ntirt · \·1,;11 

i: :: \. t~:e \ tt:i :°, .... -;.~;-. ( 1.,;Vfl fit :t ! . .\ I Jf 1.1 ici:.t;:-r tr:clt :·:: ·: 1· ·")~ ~.~;t~i,;.;r 

\'.a.s vt ry c.-fh :ctin .: <::..:ccpt fn r .'.\1r. ~I:iirudt"'r ; \ \ h!, stay~d 
r,n. But )fr . \ l :,cC re~,, ,. do ,·,; no t have t() ,l<,:: rr.e rl:'.p<Jn
~ihility for th .tt. I s;,y nr;t rt'Sp<,n,il,ility for it hecau;c ba
sically wha t happe ned there ,,a s that he bdie,·ed Mr. 
:\!agru<lcr, an d man;· oth ,:r,; ha ,·e belien cd h :m, too. He 
proved, huwevcr , to he wrong . 

In the Whit e Ho•.:, e, the investigation' s r;-,pomihility 
w a., given to l\(r. Ehrlichman at the highest k vd, and in 
turn he de-legated them to ;,fr . Dc:;,n, the ·w hite House 
Counsd, somethiog of whi ch I was aw3re, and of which 
I approved. 

;,Ir. De,rn, as White Hou;c Counsd, therefore 5at in 
on the FBI interrogations of the members oi the \\ "hitc: 
House Staff b.:rausc what I wanted to know ,,·a; whether
any member of the White Ho= Staff was in any way in
Yoked. If he was invoh ·ed, he would be fired .. •\nd when 
w<". met on September 15, and again throughout our dis
cussions in the month of March, Mr. Dean insisted that 
there was not-and I use his words-"a scintilla of evi
dence" indi cating that anyone on the White House Staff 
was involved in the planning o[ the Watergate break-in. 

Now, in terms of after l\Iarch 21, Mr. Dean first was 
gi,·en the responsibili~y to \\Titc his own report, hut I did 
not rest it there. I also had a contact made with the Attor
ney General himself, Attorney General Kleindiemt, told 
him-it was on the 27th of March-to report to me di
rectly anyth ing that he found in this particular ;:i.rea a d I 
ga, ·e the respon sibility to l\'lr. Ehrlichm:m on the 29th of 
:\farch to co.1tinue the invc:stigation that 1Ir. Dean was 
unable to conclude, having spent a week at Camp Da"-id 
and unable to finish the report. 

1fr. Ehrlichman questioned a number of people in that 
period at my direction, including Mr. Mitchell, and I 
should also point out that as far as my own activities were 
concerned , I was not lea, ·ing it just to them. I met at great 
length with l\fr. Ehrlichman , l\lr. Haldeman, !'\Ir. Dean 
and :\Ir. :\Iitchdl on the 22d . I discussed the whole matter 
with them. I kept pre.,sing for the view that I h:id had 
thr oughou t, tha t we must get this story out, get the truth 
out, whah::,·u and whoC\·er it is go:ng to hurt, and it wa:. 
there that :\fr. :\fitchell suggested that all the indi,·idua.ls 
i:woh-ed in the ,vhitc Hou:;,e appear in an e:-:ecuti\"e s..-s
sion bdore the Er\"in comm ittee. "\Ve ne"·~ got that far, 
h;.it at least that is an indication of the extent of my own 
it1\·e5,t!gation . 

Q. ;\Ir. President, you h:we said rcpeat,-c!!r th:it you 
tri,-d to ~t" t :,.II th..: fa,t~, and _j:i :;t now you me n tion~d the
:\[:uch 22 mcc:tin;. Yet f0rn1er ,\ttomey Gena~l Joha 
:\! it,h,·H •:1id th,H if you h;,d n ·cr a,t.::::d h:m ,\t :i.n~· time 
~ti1uut !be \\".tt <..·r~ ,tte n ::tt !cr . he \\·0ul.:! h:i.xc rr,!d yr1a th<: 
\\.·holt' ~tory . ch ;lptc-r ;1n.:-I .,, ·,~r. \\ "a.., ~rr. ){it ch~~, U C.\t 

. ..:p-:·~lk!n:; th ,: tr u th ''"·h, ·u ht · sa.l,t th :n h :' i\1:·,.. thl._. 
i , :rn~nirt n :'! 

~rHr- · P s..·. ~· ,1! 11"'.'\:T. ~l '•\\" , ~{r . l.i :o:; .. '.~!\l~· .. l ~: :a t: ,-=: ~.,:t,~ll~! t,;.1 

tp:e,:i,)r! ~.Ir. ~Ii ~t.·h,:H·:-= , ·t· r. h·!t~ . ;1:1d I t\ili , ::tiy , .1.~ th.1t 
rt~r,1u.)1 n !tf I it. id c,,:di ,!,: n, c ;, , ~fr . ~[i t,·ht:f L ~l r. ~[frt-:h-
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18. On August 22, 1973 the President publicly stated that on the 

29th of March he directed Ehrlichman to continue the investigation that 

Dean was unable to conclude. 

Page · 

18.1 President Nixon news conference, August 22, 1973, 
9 Presidential Documents 1016, 1019 •••••••••••••••• 428 
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18.1 

1016 

,\ G1'10N 

PRESIDE NT NIXON NEWS CONFE.'RENCE, Al/GUST 22, 1973, 
9 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 1016, 1019 

Pa:S1DEN11Al DOCUMcNrs, RICHARD NIXON, 1?73 

.-1mt0~11cement of Intention 1'o Nomi,wle 
I! arry]. H ogmi To Be Associale Di reel or for 
Policy and Program De. ,elopment. 

He was bor') en \fay 2, 19 1'1, in Newark, XJ. ~.[r. 
l!o i'an w,Ls !_lradu atcd magna c um laude from Princctt)n 
University, receivd his LLB . from Columbia Law 
Schou!, and n:ct:ived his Ph.D. in American Histon.· from 
George Washiugton Univer sity. He served in th~ U.S. 
Navy during _ World War II, attaining the rank of 
commander . 

,lugust 21, 1973 

The President today announced his intention to nomi
nate Harry J. Hogan, of Bethesda, Md., to be Associate 
Dir ector of ACTION for Polic)' and Pro gram Develop
ment. He will succe ed Charles W. Ervin , who resigned ef
fective September 4, 1973. 

From 1947 to 1952, Mr . Hogan was on the legal staff 
of the Tennessee Valley Authority, the Bureau of Land 
Manag ement, and the llureau of Indian Affairs. From 
1952 to 1961, he was engaged in the private practice of 
law in The Dailes, Oreg., where he was twice elected Dis
trict Attorney (1956and 1960). From 1961 to 19fi8, ).fr. 
Hogan serYed as general counsel of the BonncYille Power 
Administration, in Portland, Oreg.; as As.,odate Solicitor 
for Water and Power of the Department of the In;erior, 
and a, Legislative Goun:;el of the Department of the 
Interior. 

Since 1972, Mr. Hog an has been director of govern
ment relations for Catholic Universit)', in Washington, 
D .C. From 1971 to 1972, he was engaged in the private 
pract ice of law, served as a consultant on educational and 
environmental matters, and was professor of law at Dela
ware Law School, in 'Wilmington, Del. From 1969 to 
1971, he was counsel of the House Special Subcommittee 
on Edu cation. 

l\fr. Hogan is married and has three daughters. The 
Hogans rt'.side in Bethesda, Md . 

NOT&: The announcement was released in San Clemente, Calif. 

~ . HE PRESIDENT'S NEvVS CONFERENCE OF 
l_ AUGUST 22? 1973 

Held at the Weslem White House 

SECRETARY OF STATE 

THE P;ESIDENT. Ladies and gentlemen, I have an announcement before 
going to your questions. 

It is with the deep sense of not only official regret, but personal 
regret, that I announce the resignation of Secretary of State William 
Rogers, effective September 3. A letter, which will be released to the 
press after this conference, will indicate my appraisal of his work as 
Secretary of State.' 

I will simply say at this time that he wanted to leave at the con
clusion of the first 4 years. He agreed to stay on because we had some 
enormously important problems coming up, including the negotiations 
which resulted in the end of the war in Vietnam, the Soviet summit, the 
European Security Conference, as well as in other areas-Latin America 
and in Asia-where the Secretary of State, as you know, has been quite 
bu sy over these pa st 8 months . 

As he returns to private life, we will not only miss him, :n terms of 
his official service, but I shall particul a rly miss him became of his having 
br::cn, through the yea rs, a vcrr clos,'. pcr,onal friend and ad\·i scr . 

Th at personal friend~hip and acl" icc, how evc.-, I hope still to han ~ 
th e benefit of, and I know that I \1·ill. 

1 Fur an cx<:h:rnge of Idlers hdwe"n the l'rc,ir!t·nt and St·crct.,ry of St:>t<-Roge-rs, 
5i<'t~ page 1025 of this issue. 
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18.1 PRESIDENT NIXON NEWS CONFERENCE, AUGUST 22, 1975, 
9 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 1016, 1019 

P,1ESJQENTIAL DOCUMENTS, RICHAW NIXON, 1973 1019 

rlrr£ l\o·:SIL>E:-.iT. 1 fiur!~t bdieVe, firsi, i( would safr-.fy 
thr: puhlic mind, and it ,1:ould not. The second point is 
that a, Mr. Wright, who argued the c:.Lsc, T understand 
very well, before J udgc Sirica this morning, has indicated, 
to have the tapes Ji;tened to-he indicated this also in 
his brief-either br a prosecutor or· by a judge or in 
camerr., or in any way, would violate tht principle of con
fidentiality, and I believe he is correct. That is why we 
arc standing firm on the proposition that we will not agree 
to the Senate committee's desire to have, for example, its 
chief investigator listen to the tapes, or the Special Prose
cutor's desire to hear the tapes, and also why we will op
pose, as Mr. Wright did in his argument this morning, 
any compromise of the principle of confidentiality. 

Let me explain very carefully that the principle of 
confidentiality either exists or it does not exist. Once it 
is compromised, once it is known that a conversation that 
is held with the President can be subject to a subpoena by 
a Senate committee, by a grand jury, by a prosecutor, and 
be listened to by anyone, the principle of confidentiality 
is thereby irreparably damaged. Incidentally, let me say 
that now that tapes are no longer being made, I suppose 
it could be argued that, what difference does it make now, 
now that these tapes are also in the past. What is involved 
here is not only the tapes; what is involved, as you ladies 
and gentlemen well know, is the request on the part of 
the Senate committee and the Special Prosecutor, as well, 
that we turn over Presidential papers, in other words, the 
records of conversations with the President made by his 
associates. Those papers, and the tapes as well, cannot be 
turned over without breaching the principle of confiden
tiality. It was President Truman that made that argument 
very effectively in his letter to a Senate committee, or his 
response to a Congressional committee, a House com
mittee it was, in 1953, when they asked him to tum over 
his papers. So whether it is a paper or whether it is a tape, 
what we have to bear in mind is that for a President to 
conduct the affairs of this office and conduct them effec
tively, he must be able to do so with the principle of con
fidentiality intact. Othenvise, the individuals who come 
to talk to him, whether it is his advisers, or whether it is 
a visitor in the domestic field, or whether it is someone in 
a foreign field, will always be speaking in a eunuch-like 
way, rather than laying it on the line as it has to be laid 
on the line if you are going to have the creati\·e kind. of 
dis<:ussion that we have often had, and it has been respon
sible for some of our succes.~es in the foreign policy period, 

_...,.a.,rt.icularly in the past few years. 
__ . Mr. President, could you tell us who you personally 

t;alkcd to in directing that inwstigations be made both in 
June c,f '72, shortly after the Watergate incident, and last 
~farch 21, when you got new evidence and ordered a 
rnnre intensive in\·estigation :, 

'l'l!E P1n-:s1DE:'\T. C:ntainly. In J1111c, l, of course. 
talked tr, ivfr. l\facCrcgor first of all, wh,.i was the 11e" 
c luirrn;,n of the conHnittee. lic tuld me that lw would 
c:011d11ct a thorough irnT"tigation as far a" his ('t1tirc C(ltn-

rnittee :-,taff ,•.vas cunc,~rnet!. : \ppctrcntiy tr:at. :~?~:t:-sti.~;ttion 
was very cffcr:ti\'C except for Mr. 11agruder, who stayed 
on. But Mr. ?.lacGn·gor docs not have to as,t:rne respon
sibility for that. I say not responsibility for it because ba
sically what happened there was that he believed Mr. 
:-.Iagruder, and mart}" others have believed him, too. He 
proved, however, to be wrong. 

In the White House, the investigation's responsibility 
was given to i\lr. Ehrlichman at the highest level, and in 
turn he delegated them to Mr. Dean, the White House 
Counsel, something of which I was aware, and of which 
I approved. 

::Vfr. Dean, as White Hou,e Counsel, therefore sat in 
on the FBI interrogations of the members of the White 
House Staff because what I wanted to know was whether 
any member of the White House Staff was in any way in
yolved. If he was involved, he would be fired. And when 
we met on September 15, and again throughout our di.5-
cussions in the month of l',[arch, Mr. Dean insisted that 
there was not-and I use his words-"a scintilla of evi
dence" indicating that anyone on the White House Staff 
was involved in the planning of the Watergate break-in. 

Now, in terms of after March 21, l\,fr_ Dean first was 
given the responsibility to \Hite hi, own report, but I did 
not rest it there. I also had a contact made with the Attor
ney General himself, Attorney General Kleindienst, told 
him-it was on the 27th of March-to report to me di
rectly anything that he found in this particular area, and I 
ga\·e the responsibility to Mr. Ehrlichman on the 29th of 
March to continue the investigation that Mr. Dean was 
unable to conclude, having spent a week at Camp Da\'id 
and unable to finish the report. 

Mr. Ehrlichman questioned a number of people in that 
period at my direction, . including }.fr. l\iitchell, and I 
should also point out that as far as my own activities were 
concerned, I was not lea,·ing it just to them_ I met at great 
length with Mr. Ehrlichman, nfr. Haldeman, 1-.Ir. Dean 
and Mr. Mitchell on the 22d. I discussed the whole matter 
with them. I kept pressing for the view that I had had 
throughout, that we must get this story out, get the truth 
out, whaten·r and whoever it is going to hurt, and it was 
there that :\fr. Mitchell sugge.,ted that all the individuals 
involved in the White House appearin an executive ses
sion before the Ervin committee. \Ve never got that far, 
hut at least that is an indication of the extent of my own 
inn:stigation. 

Q. Mr. President, you have said repeatedly that you 
tried to get all the fans, and jmt nm, you mentioned the 
:-.!arch 22 meeting. Yet former . .\ttorney General John 
:\litchdl ~aid that if you had c,;er asked him at any time 
about the \\·atergatc ·matter. he would have': told y0u the 
whole story, chapter and wr,e. \\'as Mr_ '.\!itchdl not 
~pt"aking the truth when he said that b,-ior<' the 
\ onunittec? 

THE P1-u:~n1r.:xT. ~;ow~ ~fr. Li.~~tgor~ I ;un nc:ct going- to 
qu.e,:ion ).Ir. :-.Iitrhdl"s n:racity. and I will ,,nly ~;iy th;it 
ihrnu.~hc>11t I had confid,·11cc in ~fr. ~[itrhd!. ~Ir. :\fitch-
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19. On March 29, 1973 a report of James McCord's testimony at an 

executive session in the Senate Select Connnittee on March 28, 1973 

appeared in the national press. The report said, among other things, 

that McCord testified that he had been told that J ohn Mitchell, Charles 

Colson, John Dean and Jeb Magruder had prior knowledge of the Water

gate bugging operation. 
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19.2 James McCord testimony, SSC Executive Session, 
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19.1 WASHINGTON POST, MARCH 29, 1973, Al, AlB 

Sy Bob 'l'iou<lward an,l L1rl Bernstein 
~-v.ls:i.a:1'tu:1 .?1J!'.- .::1-:•!t ·.V:-ir~rs 

.fames \V. :,kCoi·d .Jr. te:;tifl~LI ur.der oatll yest.:>rd:1y that 
he was told by hi;; principal stt:.Jo'!·:.ir in the W:1teq:it~ ·~on
snincv,th:it i,1r:r.,ir .\t~or:ier 1;,.t:eral Jo;w :'-i . .\litl'i'!di i1ad 
l;<'rsot;ally J~µ,\1ved µl:ins · to :11:..i the Deinncrar3' he;11!
c;u:ir:ers. :iccnrnin~ to St>nate soui·ce;;., 

:\fcCord kst:ried that his c•)COli5P1ritor a!ld farm<' r 
\V!iite .Hu11st" :.1,1ie. G. Gordon Lijdv. told i1im that :.1.!itc!,dl 
ha,1 :morov:!11 the! :>lans .wct but:!a!;,>t f,1r :!.e !ltL!:;:in·~ wi,ii<' 
:'.litch~il ·.vas .still s·ervin~ us artorne.v ;,(ener;;l 1n /enrnarv, 
197:!, lhe .:;,rnrce,; :;ai,l. 

At:cordin . .? :o the s,1urce~, '.!cCrmi :nc!icated that he 
.!~l'!e\v t)!. actti.itional illegal ·.v!r(.1t:1;·s hur :v,}u!d n;1t. <t~;c~t~s 
tl:~rn tv1th t:1~ S~n:1t~ \VJt::r~JTi? ,!1)n1:n1t!~e u;1!r.::~ ne :~ 
gr:imed immunity frnm fur:her :)ro,;ecu,toll. 

)icCorrl alsn .:.::;i,L th:u ;1e had been toid i>.v L:,tdy and 
fonn<!r ·,v;1itt! I:o;bii! ;;un.,u1;a:1t '~- rfow;;rd I!u:it .fr .. .i:i

'J!h~r consntrator, :!l:1i. ~r~~ ... id•·:1t:.1t ~,.,u11sel .Jotln ·:\·. Dt1:H1 
Iii dnd fo!"~e.; t.Vhite f.iotrs~ :.1:;.sistJ:H .i?~) :.--ituan .\!aL:·~1· 
d~r h:1•l :1d·.:;1rce ~,no·N!ed~e-at the bug,i:.:;!!!'~ ~,p~ra1.iun. "1c· 
cording to the 5ources. 

{a :1dciit!on. t!"!e 3!)11rc~s reonrt~d. :'.£.:C1.)rd t2,t?fft!r! r~~:1.t 
bi received ";rconc!-hand i.nrnr:n:i::on'' t:1:..t C:1:1:-:,e,; ',V, 

Culson. then : .. ii=ciJ1 t.:ouns~l ro i)r~.,;i~ie~r :·:ixo,1. .,ui:-,v :-no 
U1:1t the D~:r11.~cr:1:.s' 1.t/.1te!-~Jc,~ i1cad(;uar. ~rs \Vi;tr~ t,) u~ 
)!aced un.J~r ~:1:-·!al {--iectr,,nit~ ;.ur·:,--!!!J~i·~. 

_ __.....,.,._n"".;r>n i'JS t'.~ni.;tl Jny ali·;ance 'rnnwieJ;:::! i>t i :w :>u,:-
~:ll~. 

~',I,:C,Jrd';-; te~timnny 1.v:1s deii•:_:lred tn :1 .. p:.!1ot!r. c~·1:-i?t~· 

do,Jr ~!!~t"ri:1~ oi the· St"nare·s ..,µ,lect '.~nrnr"!1ii~2t 1 !n1:e:,.i.' . ..:~1t· 
i~J the ,\v.,r~tr;!Jte i111g.g!·:1.~ :u1<i r~!.1!2.J JC~3 nf :it)i/th.·:ll 
c~plonJ'..!e ,~nrl ::abtlt:t~~. tt 1 .. \ir~~ :,:i l funr -..•::~s appPar'.:1~! 
Lt.·fore a ~~r:inrl jury :it the sa:n~ I 11;1~. tD~rJi!s .1n ;>.1'.!.~ 

.\~'.!I. 
).f,~Corct l,:; scht>d11l~d. to :\llpt:>.1r a:;ain h~fln-r~ ~'.;r-1 ~·:·n~1re 

C11inrnittee, '..!~~,:: '.~/:"d!l~::,tb.v. ;}:·n:,;tl!!Llhi>°· ;_;,·h~ .. !l tilt"' ,·11!1:

liliaee \vHl ,tot~ '.Vh~r.h~r to ::r,1:1t !11rn !n1n1t:ni~.v fi·,.i:? r'·.1r
i!1~r proset:lltll)O. 

.l(HI:-. :-,;. :',!l'!TH:·:LL 
••• n.1m .. d b.v .HcCorrl 

n1.rn1.;::s w. ,:;or.so:,; 
... c!e-~i~s k..,uw!~d;\! 

One Senate source said t'.1at :.tcCord's testimony :ibout 
::ie aHe5ed invohe,:1~nt of t!le aigh 9re;;ident::i.l aides was 
i;t'ars:iy be.::iu~ hi.; !,.n,,wl=d;e came f;:0111 Li,!,iy :1:1t1 Hunt. 

...\nnrh~r oi thP. ::w,urces said th.:tt ).f~,1rd ~.v.:tS v~ry ,osi
ti\'t' :1nont rht~ !ni(-:rm:nion he r?t~iverl !:rt"\m L~dd:· about 
~!itcht:?iL ~-'TI!~r? :t--:1s C(\tnpl~t~ .:,Hr::":"?~nicrl~!nn ;,et~,·~~n 
).[cCord and. Li,1,!~ .... -:i!Jn11t the ."1it~,:ect:· t~e ::,.1Hrce '.'aid. 

T~~lt srnrrce. bn\vpver. r:iut!o:it'{! that ~f(:C,,;-d''i ir?forrna.
i ion ,1.·:t3 nor:. s~tff:(:i~r:.t tn pnlV!! ! ~te·~al ::1~·oi':~n1t:nt or 11th
t'!"' j n r ~1~ cel~:>t .. "?lel! con.:-,!)irJ~Y-

Til~ :"1(Jt1rr.es s:tilt t!1:tt ;.[c-C,,rr~. ih~ L1rm~r .:;t?e~:r:ty en
nntinJtor ut ~~H! C,1111,n~tt~e f\)r th~ ~,e-.~l~nun of the 
Prtisident. provid2rl l~:11.!s in hi, ~e,5rirno~1y? hJl c .. HI!lt :>ro
\·fdt' :ttii.Etit)!1al ,tdorrnar:on :::1,?1.1: ::1lt2~~tt i:1· .. ·1,L·t>!l!~nt of 
: t:o:,.;e pr~j(d~t1t!:;t J:,i~s. 
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19,1 WASHINGTON POST, MARCH 29, 1973, Al, A18 

'.V.-\TERGATE, From .\1 : are bein~ leJkerl 0ut o: :i. ,:om- ~litchetl ;irevim.:;;ly has de- S. :.!uskie (D-.\!a!ne). tn:, :nH 

1 
. 

1
.. h .d· :n,ttee wirhcut am·ona beln" nierl any advanc" ;·GlvwlsL:~ •;.,1 ·-ontr••nl'<et' •or;,;. !J~-·····j n a,tt iuon. t >?' sour.:e:s Sal , - , . " ._ __ , • rh v·::l ..... ,. -1...)-.1 ,J',:ti , ... ,r.;i, ..... L.. • _. • I. ••• ::,, • ....... f ~ 

th~it :.rcCor<l hJd indic:n~l there t0 t:ice nis accusers ~!nd, u.c, ·:·/~" : ~1-e\~~~ ... 0u-.~- r~~~ n~ ~>t~·~ic!1.!r.~tal rv,:::inltion: s·_>Y-i· . . . , . . U . . 
1 

.co.11c •.. o, oe .~:.;..,._r.ed .o, c,,m .. , 1 , . • 
ti1at h~ could p:·nv1de other ta;.i[ tnt!se a e.Jauons ~re ta :;e.. . h ·t ? ·,:t t ,.n="' .:inc =i ,,:.:~-!~n·.; .:i;_:e:~!pt, 

b 
. . . . . . menc .-~ .n •. 1 ·a·• ,., ·t.., ,.. , ., , 1 . I 

·.:;l~ 5ta:1t:at1on ot ht~ .;narJe:L p;:i:ently falst!. r. thin!< ·.ve·ve ... ·., , .. ~ ~ , 1;.. . .. ~:.it-~.::: .. ...;._:n. uc 1.,l::-,~ ~- -' cvvv · 
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record and now if there is no objection by the Committee, 

I will instruct the Staff to supply a copy of the transcript 

to Mr. McCord and Mr. Fensterwald for correction purposes only, 

to be returned to the Staff without further disclosure to any 

person. 

Is there objection? 

Hearing none, it is so ordered. 

Now, Mr. McCord, is there a second memorandum? 

Mr. McCord. Yes, sir, there is. 

Senator Baker. Would you proceed to read it? 

Mr. McCord. Yes, sir. r I will state simply by ray [sic] of introduction to the 

I memorandum, itself, that · it was prepared in writing by me 

for the purpose of essentially being as accurate as I knew 

how in presenting the information that might be of assistance 

to your Collllllittee, knowing that perhaps under the stresses 

of a question and answer, cross-examination session, I might 

not be so accurate. I felt it would be to my best interest, 

as well as to to [sic] yours, to try to set it down in writing and 

to get it as precise and as specific as I could. I would hope 

to be able to do so in the future on other information -that 

you might want and, in turn, to submit them to you for ques

tioning and cross-examination, as you feel appropriate of me. 

The memorandum was dated March 26, 1973, with the 

subject of: John Dean, the Third, which was one of the . two 
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individuals mentioned in the earlier memoranda, which has 

been entered into the record. I will state that by way of 

amplification on the wording in the memorandum itself, that 

all of this information which I will read to you at . this 

point~ came from conversations with the Defendant, Mr, Gordon 

Liddy, unless otherwise stated within the memoranda, and there 

is a one-page memoranda [sic) with some possible leads for 

exploration by the Committee if it cares to do so, or . feels 

it appropriate. 

The material then that I will read comes from conversa

tions with Gordon Liddy himself. I will . st atE~ further by way 

of explanation that Mr. Liddy and I worked as full-time staff 

members at the Committee to Re-Elect the President, from 

approximately January 1, 1972, on through JunE! of 1972. At 

the time that we both came into the staff full-time, I had 

been Pi;.eviously connected with it part-time. The offices 

then were on the second floor and the fourth floor of the 

committee facilities at 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue. We had just 

moved up to the fourth floor of the Main -- the Committee 

had the main staff offices under Jeb Magruder. then Acting 

Director of the Committee, in January 1972. My association 

with Mr. Liddy at this point in time, he came aboard approx

imately some time in December 1972, because there was a 

small staff --

Mr. Fensterwald. [one word unreadable] 
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Mr. McCord. '71, correction, because the Staff at 

that point was fairly small. I think at the time we were on 

the second floor, prior to December, it was somewhere between 

25 and perhaps 40 people, and in January that staff began to 

increase. And I am -giving [sic] an estimate on it. I would say 

probably something between SO and 60 people, Because there 

was a fairly small number of people within the confines of 

the offices, I would see them daily. We would have a fair 

number of conversations each day, personally, and we were 

constantly running into each other in the offices. I say that 

simply by way of laying some type of foundation for my as

sociation with him at that point. My association at that 

point was strictly official. I had no social association with 

him at the time that this memorandum is written. 

Now, to quote from the memorandum itself, the memorandum 

reads: 

"Subject: John Dean, III." 

The memorandum states: 

"From Liddy" and by that I mean to infer or indicate 

that what I had to say below was, as I have stated to you, 

some conversation with him, 

"From Liddy." I had better read the memorandum, 

"John Dean, J eb Magruder, Gordon Liddy and John 

Mitchell, in February 1972, met in Mr. Mitchell's Office 

at the Department of Justice and held the first formal dis-
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cussion of bugging and other related operations . This infor

mation --

Mr. Dash. I did not hear the last sentence, bugging 

the what? 

Mr. McCord. "Bugging and other related operations. 

This information came to me from several discus1;ions before 

and after the meeting and came from Gordon Liddy. John 

Mitchell was then Attorney General, and was Attorney _General 

until March 1, 1972, as I understood it." And by that I mean, 

as I recall it. 

"Mr. Liddy had planned for the meeting very car .efully 

and had drafted out in longhand budget figures for various 

items of expense and had discussed them and certain · details 

of the overall operation." By that I mean the "bugging opera

tions and related operations, and by that I mean photography 

operations and possibly other matters. 

Back to the memorandum: 

''With Jeb Magrude, {sic] so Mr. Liddy told me. Magruder 

reportedly set up the meeting with Mitchell. Liddy was, at 

. that time, in an office on the fourth floor at 1701 Pennsyl

vania Avenue, Northwest, near Magruder's Office. Subsequent 

to seeing the longhand draft, Liddy had a typed report on 

the subject on his desk during one of the discussions, these 

discussions, and my impression was that he was planning to 

send it or to take it by hand to someone in the White House. 

House. 
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I do not know to whom he took it. 

"The meeting was set up for one particular day, but 

was cancelled and re-set for a day or so later. It was an 

afternoon meeting, as I recall, and my impression was, from 

what Liddy told me that it lasted an hour or more. He said 

that the--" I will come back to this. "He said that the 

discussion had covered the pros and cons of various bugging 

type operations. 

Senator Gurney. Covered the what? 

Mr. McCord. "Covered the pros and cbns of the various 

bugging type operations." I will explain .this subsequently. 

"No decisions were made at the meeting about proceeding 

with the operation but the impression Liddy had,se2:ned to be · 

that the operation would be approved. 

"A few days later Dean told Liddy that a way would have 

to be worked out to undertake the operation without directly 

involv:Lng the Attorney General so that he would have deniabil

ity about it at a future date. Dean told Liddy at this time 

that the funding for the operationw~uld subsequently come .to 

him through other than regular Committee for the Re-Election 

of the President (C. R.P.) funding mechanism, so there would 

be no record of it. This was not further explained to me. 

"About 30 days after the February meeting, in the 

Attorney General's office, Liddy told me that the operation 

thad been approved' and that the funding for it would come 
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through shortly. My impression was that this word of the 

approval came from Den, [sic] although this was not specifically 

stated by Liddy. Dean was Liddy's legal counterpart at the 

White House. Liddy·was,at this time,(February 1972) Legal 

Counsel for the Committee to Re-Elect the President." 

Under the heading of leads: 

"One of Liddy' s secretaries, in February 1972, was Sylvia 

Panarites, I would believe that she may have typed some of 

th~ drafts referred to above and possibly other correspondence 

1n connection with the meeting with the Attorney General~ and 

possibly for Dean from Liddy in connection thereto." 

Page 2 .. of the memorandwn, Item 2: 

"Liddy in preparing for the February meeting, had prepared 

some professionally done charts, roughly 4 feet by 4 feet. 

(This is only an estimate that may vary.) For which he said 

for which he paid, correction, approximately $7 to have done. 

My impression was that they were cotmnercially done and, there

fore, a check with the Washington area firms for February 

may develop a record and documentation for the contents of 

these charts. 

"Liddy said that Dean told me after the February meeting 

to destroy the charts but Liddy said that he had paid so much 

for them that he did not plan to do so. The charts were brought 

in late one afternoon and left in his office on the fourth 

floor wrapped in brown paper, plain brown wrapping paper. 
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He asked me to lock his office overnight and I arranged to 

have it done or did so, personally. I do n.ot recall. 

"When the first meeting with the Attorney Gene.ral was 

cancelled, Liddy asked that the charts be again stored under 

lock and key overnight, the following night or nights, which 

was done in his office. I never saw the charts but Sylvia 

Panarites may have • . She asked for a spare key for his office 

on the grounds that she had to come in early and do some work, 

and my impressions were that she was curious about the charts. 

Liddy had previously authorized her to have a key when needed, 

and it is my recollection that they issued one for permanent 

use at that time. I would estimate that six or more charts 

were contained within the wrapping paper. 

"Item 3. Liddy's secretary, after ,we moved to the second 

floor in about March 19 72, was Sally Harmony. She typed 

memoranda for him from the Monitoring Logs and may be able 

to furnish further details about Dean's familiarity with the 

Watergate operation. She would have other details of interest. 

"Item 4. My best recoll-ction [sic] of the February meeting 

at the Attorney General's Office was that it was during the 

last half of the month, some time from the 15th on. Perhaps 

the Justice Department, or Attorney General's logs, or the 

Attorney General's Secretary's - appointment book would reflect 

the date. 

"Item 5. Jeb Magruder had an administrative assist,mt 
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named Robert Reisner, who kept Magruder's appointment book. 

Reisner may have entered the date of appointment in Magruder's 

appointment book as well as in similar records of his own. 

Whether Reisner is knowledgeable of the operation, I do not 

know• II 

And my initials follow that, JWMC, and then the words 

"for interview, simply as recap, Sylvia Panarites, Sally 

Harmony, the Secretary to John Mitchell and Robert Reisner. 

Now, I realize that this is a completion ~f the memorandum. 

I realize that this is fairly concise and that there are a 

number of questions. 

I think I should state at this point, that tny job. at 

that time was that of Chief of Security of the Committee for 

the Re-Election of the President. I had custody of the keys 

that are referred to in this memoranda. [sic] From the nature of the 

material that you have read, it is obvious that Liddy and I 

had had considerable discussions about this matter and I will 

be glad to answer your questions to the best I can from this 

point. 

Senator Baker. Thank you, Mr. McCord. 

Now, before we proceed further, I would like to suggest 

to the Members of the Committee that while each of us, I am 

sure,have questions, that we want to ask on our own, it seews 

to me the most logical and manageable handling of the interview 

17 

[unreadable] proceed is to ask Mr. Dash and Mr. Thompson, who have had 
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you have mentioned? 

Mr. Dash. I will make that a little tigheter, [sicl Mr. McCord. 

involved at the same level of operation as a Mr. Magruder 

or Mt.[sic] Mitchell or Mr. Dean? 

Mr. McCord. You are speaking of the senior level, 

essentially? 

Mr. Dash. Yes. 

Mr. McCord. Well, I cannot speak with conclusion. I 

will state only impr~ssions, if you ·want it, and that may be 

very inaccurate for you, so I leave it up to you. 

Mr. Dash. If you have impressions upon which you have a 

basis, upon which you state those impressions. 

Mr. McCord. I will state for you then what I know on 

the subject. 

There were ·numerous conversations between approximately 

March 1972, and the date of our arrest, · either by myself with . 
Mr. Liddy or the three of us, Mr. Hunt, Mr. Liddy and myself, 

sometimes in Mr. Hunt's offices across the street in the Robert 

~ Bennett Associates Offices. On a couple of occasions, 

I ... . · one specifically some time in May 1972, as best I recall, Mr. 

Hunt had a -- had drawn up a written step-by-step description 

of how the Watergate operation, the bugging operation and the 

photography operation might proceed at the Democratic 

National Committee Headquarters; And in connection thereto. 

he left me with the impression that this copy was going to be . 
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Charles Colson for whom Mr. HWlt had said previously, in 

previous discussions, that he had done work. 

Mr. Dash. Now, has this left you with the impression, 

then? 

Mr. McCord. I am trying to level · in ori it, if I may. 

Mr. Dash. All right, I am sorry. 

Mr. McCord. His previous discussions in this regard had 

been generally along this line, that he had, that he worked 

for Mr. Colson at the White House; that their association 

and working relationship in some way continued beyond March 

1972. And, in discussing plans for the Watergate, he entered 

in which Mr. Liddy and Mr. ·Hunt and I were sitting down and 

talking jointly without being specific, he would interject .the 

name of Mr. Colson, but in the sense of indicating or inferring 

that h~ was going to discuss some part .of the plan with Mr, 

Colson, yes, with Mr. Colson. I cannot give you the exact 

that, well, I will be seeing Mr. Colson and it was unclear to 

me what relationship Mr. Colson had with the Watergate opera

tion, if any. I did not pursue the questioning at that · point 

to find out because I -- but, I was W1clear as to exactly 

what Mr. Hunt's · relationship was with him and since we were 

both not working within the Committee itself · at that particular 

time, I had no reason to pursue it. I assume that if he 

interjected the name, that the man had some official, or some 
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20. On August 15~ 1973 the President stated that when he learned on 

March 30, 1973 that Dean had been unable to complete his report he 

instructed Ehrlichman to conduct an independent inquiry and to bring 

all the facts to him. On March 30: the President met with John Ehrlichman 

and Ronald Ziegler from 12:02 to 12:18 p.m. According to the White House 

edited transcript of this meeting, the only subject discussed was a draft 

statement to be issued by Ziegler at a press briefing. Ehrlichman has 

testified that at the noon meeting the President directed him to conduct 

an inquiry into the Watergate matter. Ehrlichman has testified that 

the President said he was -satisfied John Dean was in this Watergate 

activity so deeply that he simply could not any longer have anything to 

do with it; that the President needed to know about executive privilege 

and the attorney-client privilege; that the President needed someone 

to set strategy with regard to - testifying at the Committee and the grand 

jury and other , places; and that the President needed the 'truth about the 

Watergate matter . 
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The time has come to turn Watergate over to the courts, where the 
questions of guilt or innocence belong. The time has come for the rest of us 
to get on with the urgent business of our Nation. 

Last November, the American people were given the clearest choice 
of this century. Your votes were a mandate, which I accepted, to complete 
the initiatives we began in my first term and to fulfill the promises I made 
for my second term. 

This Administration was elected to control inflation-to reduce the 
power and size of Government-to cut the cost of Government so that you 
can cut the cost of living-to preserve and defend those fundamental 
values that have made America great-to keep the Nation's military 
strength second to none-to achieve peace with honor in Southeast Asia, 
and to bring home our prisoners of war-to build a new prosperity, with~ 
out inflation and without war-to create a structure of peace in the world 
that would endure long after we are gone. 

These are great goals, they are worthy of a great people, and I would 
not be true to your trust if I let myself be turned aside from achieving those 
goals. 

If you share my belief in these goals-if you want the mandate you 
gave this Administration to be carried out-then I ask for your help to 
ensure that those who would exploit Watergate in oi:der to keep us from 
doing what we were elected to do will not succeed. 

I ask tonight for your understanding, so that as a Nation we can learn 
the lessons of Watergate and gain from that experience. 

I ask for your help in reaffirming our dedication to the principles of 
decency, honor, and respect for the institutions that have sustained our 
progress through these past two centuries. 

And I ask for your support in getting on once again with meeting 
your problems, improving your life, building your future. 

With your help, with God's help, we will achieve those great goals 
for America. 

Thank you and good evening. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 9 p.m. in his Oval Office at the White House. His 
address was broadcast live on radio and television. 

991 

~ Watergate Investigation 

~ement by the President. August 15, 1973 

On l\fay 17 the Senate Select Committee began its 
hearings on Watergate. Five days later, on May 22, I 
issued a detailed statement discussing my relationship 
to the .matter. I stated categorically that I had no prior 
knowledge of the Watergate operation and that I neither 
knew of nor took part in any subsequent efforts to cover 
it up. I also stated that I would not invoke executive 
privilege as to testimony by present and former mem
bers of my White House Staff with respect to possible 
criminal acts then under investigation. 

the evidence is not only extensive but very much in con
flict. It would he neither fair nor appropriate for me 
to assess the evidence or comment on specific witnesses 
or their credibility. That is the function of the Senate 
Committee and the courts. What I intend to do here is 
to cover the principal issues relating to my own conduct 
which have been raised since my statement of 1Iay 22, 
and thereby to place the testimony on those issues in per
spective. 

Thirty-five witnesses have testified so far. The record 
is more than 7,500 pages and some 2 million words long. 
The allegations an· m:iny, the facts are complicated, and 

I said on May 22 that I had no prior knowledge of 
the Watergate operation. In all the testimony. there is 
not the slightest evidence to the contrary. Not a single 
witness has testified that I had any knowledge of the 
planning for the \\'atergate break-in. 

It is also true, as I said on May 22, that I took no p;irt 
in, and was not aware of, any subsequent efforts to 
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write a complete report on all that he knew of the entire 
Watergate matter. On March 28, I had Mr. Ehrlichman 
call the Attorney General to find out if he had additional 
information about Watergate generally or White· House 
involvement. The Attorney General was told that I 
wanted to hear directly from him, and not through any 
staff people, if he had any information on White House 
involvement or if information of that kind should come 

--t.o .. h.,i.m. The Attorney General indicated to Mr. Ehrlich
man that he had no such information. When I learned 
on March 30 that Mr. Dean had been unable to com
plete his report, I instructed Mr. Ehrlichman to con
duct an independent inquiry and bring all the facts to 

- ..... m .. e..,. On April 14, Mr. Ehrlichman gave me his findings, 
and I directed that he report them to the Attorney Gen
eral immediately. On April 15, Attorney General Klein
dienst and Assistant Attorney General Petersen told me 
of new information that had heen received hy the 
prosecutors. 

By that time the fragmentary information I had been 
given on March 21 had been supplemented in important 
ways, particularly by Mr. Ehrlichman's report to me on 
April i4, by the information Mr. Kleindienst and Mr. 
Petersen gave me on April 15, and by independent in
quiries I had been·making on my own. At that point, I 
realized that I would not be able personally to find out 
all of the facts and make them public, and I concluded 
that the matter was best handled by the Justice Depart
ment and the grand jury. On April 17, I announced that 
new inquiries were underway, as a result of what I had 
learned on March 21 and in my own investigation since 
that time. I instructed all Government employees to co
operate with the judicial process as it moved ahead on 
this matter and expressed my personal view that no im
munity should be given to any individual who had held 
a position of major importance in this Administration. 

My consistent position from the beginning has been 
to get out the facts about Watergate, not to cover them 
up:· 

On May 22 I said that at no time did I authorize any 
offer of executive clemency for the Watergate defend
ants, nor did I know of any such offer. I reaffirm that 
statement. Indeed, I made my view clear to Mr. Ehr
lichman in July 1972, that under no circumstances could 
executive clemency be considered for those who partici
pated in the Watergate break-in. I maintained that 
position throughout. 

On May 22 I said that "it wa, not until the time of 
my own investigation that I learned of the break-in at 
the office of :Mr. Ellsherg's psychiatrist, and I specifically 
authorized the furnishing of this information to Judge 
Byrne." After a very careful review. I have determined 
that this statement of mine is not precisely accurate. It 
wa, on March 17 that I first learned of the break-in at 
the office of Dr. Fielding, and that was 4 d:!ys before the 
beginning of n, 1 ;;·.·;n in-,cstigation on 1farch 21. I was 

told then that nothing by way of evidence had been ob
tained in the break-in. On April 18 I learned that the 
Justice Department had interrogated or was going to 
interrogate Mr. Hunt ahout this break~in. I was gravely 
concerned that other activities of the Special Investiga
tions Unit might be disclosed, because I knew this could 
seriously injure the national security. Consequently, I 
directed Mr. Petersen to stick to the Watergate investiga• 
tion and stay out of national security matters. On April 
25 Attorney General Kleindienst came to me and urged 
that the fact of the hreak-in should be disclosed to the 
court, despite the fact that, since no evidence had been 
obtained, the law did not clearly require it. I concurred 
and authorized him to report the break-in. to Judge 
Byrne. 

In view of the incident of Dr. Fielding's office, let me 
emphasize two things. 

First, it was and is important that many of the matters 
worked on by the Special Investigations Unit not be pub
licly disclosed because disclosure would unquestionably 
damage the national security. This is why I have exer
cised executive privilege on some of these matters in con
nection with the testimony of l\-Ir. Ehrlichman and others. 
The Senate Committee has learned through its investiga
tion the general facts of some of these security matters 
and has to date wisely declined to make them public or 
to contest in these respects my claim of e.xecutive privilege. 

Second, I at no time authorized the use of illegal means 
by the Special Investigations Unit, and I was not aware 
of the break-in of Dr. Fielding's office until March 17, 
1973. 

Many persons will ask why, when the facts are as I have 
stated them, I do not make public the tape recordings 
of my meetings and conversations with members of the 
White House Staff during this period. 

I am aware that such terms as "separati~n of powers" 
and "executive privilege" are lawyers' terms, and that 
those doctrines have been called "abstruse" and "eso
teric." Let me state the commonsense of the matter. 
Every day a President of the United States is required 
to make difficult decisions on gra\·e issues. It is absolutely 
essential, if the President is to be able to do his job as 
the country expects, that he be able to talk openly and 
candidly with his advisers about issues and individuals 
and that they be able to talk in the same fashion with 
him. Indeed, on occasion, they must be a hie to "blow off 
steam" about important public figures. This kind of 
frank di,cussion is only po5sible when those who take 
part in it can feel a,snred that what they say is in the 
strictest confidence. 

The Presidency is not the only office that requires 
confidentialitv if it is to funrtion effectively . .-\ .Member 
of Congress must be able to talk in confidence with hi~ 
as.,istants. Judges must be ;ihle to confrr in confidence 
with their law clerk.~ and with each other. Throu!-'('hout 
our entire history the need for this kind of confidentiality 
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·John D. Ehrlichman 

March 23, 1973 

11 :34 

11:46 

March 27, 1973 
11:07 

AM 11:10 

PM 6:03 

March 28, 1973 

PM 7:55 

March 29, 1973 

l L:41 

12:05PM 

11:08 
1:30PM 

6:05 

7:56 

PM 5:35 6:24 

PM 2:45 4:20 

6:25 6:26 

1v1arch 30, 1973 

AM 9:07 10:18 

12:02 12:18 

President received long distance call from 
Mr. Ehr lichman 

President received long distance call from 
Mr. Ehrlichman 

. President placed local call to Mr. Ehrlichrnan 
President met with Mr. Ehrlichrr.an 

(Mr. Ziegler 11:30-11:40} ... 
(Mr. Haldeman 11:35-1:30) 
(Mr. Bull 11:45-11:46) 

President placed local call to Ehrlichman 

President placed local call to Ehrlichman 

101536 
President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Mr. Haldeman 2:46-4:45) 
(Mr. Ziegler 3:01-3:30) 

. (Marjorie P. Acker 4:05-4:06) 
President nlaced local call to Eh:dichman 

President met with Messrs. Ehrlichman., 
Helmut Sonnenfeldt, George P. Shultz to 
discuss domestic issues & Sec. Shultz's 
trip to Western Europe & U.S. S.R. 

President met with Messrs. Ehrlichman and 
Ziegler 
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John D. Ehrlichni 

l':Iarch 30, 1973 {Cont'd) 

P1:I 3:03 3: 10 

3:18 5:17 

-44-

.. . 1. j 
ti ·:i .,-_ 
u :J .J :, 

President and Ehrlichman went to Andrev:s 
by helicopter 

President and Ehrlichman went fm Andrews to 
El Toro, California, - Spirit of '76 . 

4:20 5:17(PST) President met with Ehrlichman in flight 

5:33 5:47 

March 31, 1973 

AM 9:45 9:49 

10:30 12:26PM 

PM 12:40 12:55 

7:30 10:30 

April 1, 1973 

AM 9:24 9:32 

PM 3:05 3:16 

3:19 3:21 

4:36 4:48 

April 2 , 1973 

PM 2:18 4:53 

6:55 

7:48 7 :50 

Manifest - El Toro to San Clemente 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(San Clemente) 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Mr. Haldeman 10:35-12:30) 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 

President and Er..rlichman went to John 
Ford Dinner, Beverly Hilton Hotel, 
Los Angeles, California 

j:C 1 b o,:-
·V .:.•JU 0 

President placed local call to Mr. Ehrlichman 

President placed local call to Mr. Ehrlichman 

President placed local call to Mr. Ehrlichman 

President placed local call to Mr. Ehrlichman 

Presid~nt m e t with Mr. Ehrlichrnan 
(r..fr. Hc•-ldeman 2:15-4:53) 

Presiden t placed locd call to i'-.i::.. Ehrlich~,::tn 

Prc s id e,it pb ccd lo, ·.t l c:all to ~fr. Ehrlidun:.1n 

,1 n 'I -: ·, -! . 
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FRIDAY. ?vl.A?-.C~..;: 30 .. 1973 

,/ 8; J_3 ___ HRB_offic-= 

9 :00 . President, .Shultz, S0ili-i2nfoLdt 

C. l2:I~ 0~-$;:8 .. r::10!;0 {ohot,) for :Na.tion 1 3 Business cover story) 
(t.:..._:.1JJ_ ~=~.5tt.en~ 

-12:30---~re·a l! 1c:t"ding 
12:45 Bill Tirrunons 
I :15 Len Garment 
3:00 Depart South Lawn 
3:20 Depart Andrews 4 -. 0 ·d t ( · ,.,. o 

4:.:i - Pres1 enw Air 1! orce ne) 
5:20 Arrive El Toro 

Helicopter to Pa1omar 
Stay Lacosta 

,/ SATURDAY, lvl;\RCH 31, 1973 

8:30 AG Kleindienst, HRH 
. ·-10:30-12:30 President: 

12:45 President: ---
7:00 John Ford Din..,er - Los Angeles 

/' MONDAY, APRIL 2, 1973 

/ 
\J 

10:30 
11:30 

President Thieu arrival ceremony 
Lunch with Mother Ehrlichman, Mr. and .Mrs. James Dick,. 
Nancy i\.-Iartinson 

2:30-·t;}O Presid~nt, HRH ------
TUESDAY, APRIL 3; 1973 

12:00 
2:00 
2:15-4:00 

Lunch - President, President Thieu 
Thieu farewell 
President 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 1973 

8:30 Paul Pre3ley 
9 :00 Cliff :Miller 
IO :3.0--~ 1'.', • 1Q_ p t'e s ident 
12:55 Vern Olsen 
l: 10 
3:00 

'Lunch with Zi.2gler 
President 
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Appendix 11. Meeting: The President, Ehrlichman and Ziegler, 
Oval Office, March 30, · 1973. (12:02 - 12: 18 p. m. l 

Someone left the room after having a picture taken 

E We have, I think, a useful ~tatement that has been 

cleared by Dean and Mitchell and is directed with 

the cover-up charge. 

P . Do you want me to read it? 

Z I think you probably better. 

38d ,. 

P I can read it {unintelligible) discuss and so forth. 

Or do you want to read it? 

Z No, weil it's not a statement, Mr. President, it's 

some talking points for me. 

p Yeah - O.K. 

E -The brackets at the top go to the end. 

p Could we , say could we add one thing here? 

Say this for the last. Every I've called for 

an investigation · on the White House ·staff -- is 

that? ,And -- every --every. This is a statement 

of the President? 

z No - no -- I . would make it. 

P ·Yeah - yeah -- the President called for -- fine. 

Every member of the White House staff who has been 

mentioned (unintelligible) mentioned as a -- has 

submitted a sworn affidavit to me denying any 

knowledge of. 

(452) 

/ 

/ 



20.4 WHITE HOUSE EDITED TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 303 1973 MEETING 

-2-

E any prior knowledge. 

p any knowledge of or participation in. Could we 

say this? 

E No -- I wouldn't. 

P Why? Not true? Too defensive? 

E Well, number one it's defensive -- it's self-

serving. Number two then that establishes the 

existence of a piece of paper that becomes a focal 

point for a subpoena and all that kind of thing .. 

P (unintelligible )something. 

(lcng pause) 

P Members of the White House staff would welcome an 

opportunity -- Are we going too far and urging the 

Grand Jury to do it? 

E Well -- that's -- we were farther over and we've 

co~e back to welcome. I don't know. Maybe that's 

still too strong. . . 

Z We should tell the President about the framework 

which will be giving this. There's a leak out of 

the Committee 

P Oh. 

Z for the Re-Election of the President and the 

suggestion that you have waived the - the restriction 

on -- on Dean being 

The Dean thing. See, we cleared it with Mitchell, 

we cleared it with Magruder and with Dean's lawyer. 
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E And Dean thinks it was Magruder that leaked it. 

P Members of the White House staff. Well, (pause) 

I don't know whether you can say "would welcome 

the opportunity". Why don't you say, members of 

the White House staff will, will appear before the 

Grand Jury in person at any time the Jury feels 

it's relevant and furnish any information regarding 

that individual's alleged knowledge. You see what 

I mean? I don't think you say would welcome. Will 

appear -- will appear before the Grand Jury if the 

Jury feels it is relevant. Furnish any information 

of an individual's alleged knowledge. (pause) Have 

you got it in hand? 

z Well, except for that it is only for me, as a 

talking piece. 

P Yeah • .Have you had it? If the Grand Jury feels 
C 

it's relevant, members of the White House staff, 

by direction of the President, will will appear 

before the Grand Jury. I .think that's a little better 

than the idea that members of the White House staff 

would welcome. Don't you think so John? 

z By direction of the President 

E Right. 

P By direction of the President will appear before 

the Grand Jury and furnish any infor.mat.ion regarding 

that individual's alleged. I like that a little 
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p better. 

E OK. 

(pause) 

p I would say it is not the objective of the White 

House however to draw a curtain down over this 

331 

matter, to cover up this matter, cover up this matter, 

and to withhold any information. 

(long pause) 

P Why don't we say that we admit there are, of 

course, other informal ways that could be used. We 

are re~dy -- we are ready to -- say -- we are ready 

to discuss those procedures with the Committee. No, 

and we are ready to';-cooperate with the Gommi ttee 

'· to work out the proce~ure -- to work out:· a proper 

procedure -- be proper to work out a proper pro

cedure. How . .-s · that, ·John? Is that all right? 

E That's all right. ~ou want to say, we continue to 

be ready? 

P No -- just say. we are ready -- let's -- that's a 

little • 

.E All right .. 

P We are ready -- we are ready to work cut -- to 

work out -- that's right. Let them see that we 

are backing down a bit. 

E All right. 
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p Ready to work. 

z And then who should we get to say this? 

P We get. 

Z Well, John? 

E Well, now, you've given Kleindienst the franchise. 

P Yep. 

E You -- we've got to get word to him which we 

were going to do Saturday. That we were going 

to shift courses. 

z Let's say •. 

P We are ready -- we are ready -- we'll say the 

let's leave it with the 'Timmons' office. 

E Well why say it? 

P Yeah - just say it= well with members -- the 

appropriate members of the staff. 

E Why not say this? This is going to be done 

without publicity. 

P Yeah. 

E And. 

P No -- it's going to be done informally without 

publicity -- by whatever. 

E Period. 

P This will be done informally. 

Z We can do it but we just have one problem.to dwell 

on. If you give the name, like, if you say,. 
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Yeah. 

well Timmons' office would be. 

That's right. Then they go after him. 

Prepared to do that. Then -- no - then you do 

solidify your point, you see. 

333 

- Yeah, but the problem is that there's always -

there's already a lot of complaint on the Committee, 

and particularly with Baker, that there's too many 

people rt.uming this show. 

P That's ri'ght. 

E And if we introduce Tinunons or we introduce some

body else. 

P Yeah. don't give them a name. The - the, why 

don't you just say the President will name a 

no. 

E You could go this far. 

P Yeah. 

E You could say we've been in touch with the Committee. 

P Yeah. Yes. 

Z Have you? 

E And -- yeah -- I've talked to Baker. 

P We have heen -- we have been in communication with 

members of the -- no -- well, then you see 

you've only been in touch with one member. 

Z When we're dealing with. 
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Well, why don't you say communications have been 

opened and will proceed. 

Communications have been opened with members of 

'l O. . 4 v~ 

the Cammi ttee. What members? That ' .s -- T' m not 

going to discuss that. I can't go into that. 

Communications have been opened with the Committee 

why don't you say with the Committee -- Corrunittee -

communications are handled with the Committee to -

for the purpose of working out a proper, informal 

procedure. 

And that has taken place? 

Yeah -- I talked to Baker yesterday. 

That's right. Well, w~'ve had lots of talks with 

him. He talked to Baker at length, Ervin's gone. 

Is that all right~ John? 

If I coulq say, John is - has. 

You see, w~ got an Attorney General problem. 

We got -- we got Kleindienst. 

Let's not force this. 

All right. 

If you want to, you can say, well I may have 

something more to say about this later. 

That's fine. Damn well. Just say, I'm not 

going to discuss it because these are informal 
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negotiations at this point -- informal discussions 

are taking place at this point. 

z Right. 

p As soon as something is formalized we will let you 

know. 

z Good. 

P That's really true and say if something is·worked 

out we will let you know. The, some informal 

discussions have already taken place .. That's 

right -- some informal discussions. I'm not ioing 

to go into the. 

Z All right -- I've got it. 

P How's that? 

(pause) 

P Oh, it'll. be a little long 

{pause) 

P Within the framework of our. j_udicial system~ You 

might say of our system. Don't you think so? 

E Read the phrase. 

P Yeah. It.is our position today and in the past 

that if these charges are to be tested it should 

be done within the legiti~ate framework of our 

judicial system. Don't you think so? 

E That takes it out of the Congress, then. 
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Z But the legislative. 

p Yeah -- well then just say system. And you 

don't -- and then you're not using the last -

the bracketed thing at all? 

E The bracket at the topgoes at the end where he 

says, 

Z Not going to apply it specificaLly. But he's 

referring to the bracket at the .end. 

E No - no-we're not going to use that. 

P You're not going to use that? 

39S 

E No-- -it's got a lot of problems associated with it. 

p 

E 

z 

p 

Yeah 

Yeah 

because you're taking the Committee on. 

well we worked with a lot of different 

variations pf that and just decided really it was 

• better to leave it out. 

Give the Committee -- And give the Committee -back 

into the start there by saying. 

I question. (pause) I don't know. Well, anyway, 

it's all right. Do you think it - helps some? 

E I think it does. And I think. Ron's going to get 

some questions -- Ron's going to get up there 

well Ron, you're not going to apply this to 

specific instances. What are you trying to say to 

us? And he again could come back and say, what I 

am saying to you is that the mistake that people 
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E are making -- there's a mistaken impression that 

the White House is trying to cover up in this 

p 

is just a mistake . . matter 

Listen I'd almost start this thing--. I just 

want to lay to rest what I think is a what is 

a - I'm not making any charges of how it happened. 
--

I want to lay to rest a massive misapprehension 

that has been created in the press, created in the 

country with regard to the White House position 

on the Watergate matter. The afterma.-t}?.~ · . That is, 

because•.of -- because of our -- and that is --

we are attemJ?ting, the position is to withhold 

information and to cover up -- this is totally true 

you could say this is totally untrue .. I think I'd 

start.right out that - massive misapprehension and 

so forth and so on~ 

z Cover up and withhold information. 

P Cover up withhold information. 

Z And then bang into it. 

E Mm huh~ 

Z Part of the case is built on the fact that fellows 

·1ove this room, and your press of course - is no 

place. to work this out. 
; 

' P Yeah - yeah. That's it exactly. 
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E And our refusal to -- our refusal to try this case 

in the newspapers. 

P Yeah 

E Has led to. 

P Yeah - Yeah - now -- I'd say our -- now -- a part 

33d 

of that, I must say, due to the fact our refusal 

to try the case in the newspapers -- to try this 

matter in the newspapers -- and the position of 

maintaining the constitutional -- the President's 

necessity of maintaining the constitutional separa

tion of powers. But as the President, I'd say, as 

t.he President made crystal clear in his press 

conference on August 2, th~ purpose of his insistence 

on the separation of powers is not to cover up. 

There will be total and complete cooperation with 

the agencies of government to get at the facts. 
" 

And the facts aan be obtained and still maintain 

the principle of separation of powers -- and all 

the facts can be obtained. Something like that. 

E That's in there I think pretty good. 

(dishes or walking around) 

··P You don't want to make a sworn statement, huh? 

E I would just as soon not -- I think we are better 

off not, oh, doing up a stream. Look at the -

The only position that I am concerned about is 

this. I wonder if you could take whatever Ron says 
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and --

We're . going to hypo it -- we're going to get it 

around. 

p Get it to the Congress • 

.E Right. 

? Get ·it to George Bush. 

E ~ght. I 'm going to see the guys that . are soing 

to do that and I'll do it now. 

P All right, fine. If you could work on that 

between now and three o'clock I -think it would, 

.E 

p 

be vecy helpful. 

J: shall • 

,Fine -- ·you work on it and I'll take off. 
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other words, he was not going to move against anybody until he had 
this down and could see what this fellow really had and then would go 
forward. 

Senator GURNEY. ·wen now, around about this time or somewhat 
later, and there are so many meetings here that I have really forgotten 
which occurred when, so perhaps I am going to have to rely on you for 
that, but did the President lift the phone up at any time and say, "John 
I want you to come over to the office here and talk about Watergate, 
what you know about it." . . . 

,r- ·Mr. EHRLICHl\rAN. No, sir, not until w. ay late in the game. He lifted 
II !;P the phone one day and called me down and said, "I am satisfied 

that John Dean is in this so deeply tha.t he simply ca.nnot any longer 
have anything to do with it." · 

Senator GURl'C'EY. That is when he transferred the assignment to 
you! 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Y~ sir. 
Senator GURNEY. What date was that! 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. March 30. 
Senator GURNEY. And tell us again 'Precisely what transpired in 

that phone conversation beyond what you have already. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, that was a meeting in the ·President's office 

on March 30, and it was, as I recall, quite brief. We had had, we were 
getting ready to leave that same day, as a. matter of fact, for Cali
fornia, and he ca.lled me down, I am looking for the time to help me, 
to recall the time of departure here. Yes, we leave at 3 o'clock in 
the afternoon, we had had a long meeting that morning with Secre
tary Shultz and Mr. Sonnenfeld a.bout the economy, and tha.t ran 
from 9 a.m. to about, I don't know, what, 10 a.m. or 11 a.m., something 
of that kind, a long session, as I recall. He called me down for just 
·about . 10 minutes at noontime, and said what I have just told you, 
and I said, "Well, w~at is it you expect me to do basically" 11.Ild he 
said, "I want you to step into what Dean has be~n doing hete. I ne~d 
to know about executive privilege, I need to know a.bout attorney
client (>rivilege, I need to have somebody set this strategy with regard 
to testifying at the committee and the grand jury and these other 
places and I need to know where the truth lies in this thing." And 
the only tipoff that •I had had to that was a request from him on the 
27th, I beheve it was, yes, on the 27th. 

Senator GURNEY, Is that the meeting between 11 a.m. and 1 'P.m. 
with the President? · 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I believe-yes, yes indeed. That was for the pur
pose of dictating to me a list of questions that he wanted put to the 
Attorney General, and I believe that telephone call to the Attorney 
General which actually was not completed until the next day because 
he was traveling, is in your file, . phone call with Kleindienst on the 
28th, and 'I then went down a handwritten list of questions that the 
President had put to me about the progress of the case, about the 
in v<?l ve.ment o_f John Mitchell, ~ible 2 any possible evidence t~at 
Klemd1enst might have, any possible e\.·1dence of anybody else bemg 
involved at the Committee To Re-Elect, any evidence of any 'White 
House staff being involved and the President told me to tell the Attor
ney General that if he had any such evidence or if he de\.·eloped any 
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such evidence, that he was then to transmit it directly to the President, · 
not through me, not through anybody else at the "\Vhite House but 
direct to the President, and in that mes.5age I did, as you see in the 
transcript. that I did transmit to the AttQrney General. 

Senator GuRXEY. Do we have those questions that he---
)fr. EtmLrc1-nus. No, sir, you do not. They are a part of my notes 

of the meeting of the 27th which are in the President's file. 
Senator Gl7RNEY. How many questions were there? 
)fr. EHnL1c1nrAN. \Ve1L there are about 10 or 12 topics, I think, 

written out on a piece of paper. · ' . 
S,mator GuRXEY. Would you give us to the best of your recollection 

what the topics were and what the questions were'{ · 
:.\fr. EHRLic1uu.x. I think I can do that best, Senator, by looking at 

that telephone conversation and-because I think that that transcript 
is quite faithful to the list. I just went down it.he list in talking with 
the Attorney General. I don~t seem to have that in.my--

Senator GURNEY. The telephone. · 
. )Ir. E:nRLICHl\IAN. The telephone call with :M:r. Kleindienst on the 

2&h. . 
Senator GURNEY. !:;wonder if the committee would hand this to the 

witness, ·Mr. Ehrlichman. That apparently is it. If we have another 
copy I wish I could have it, too, but I think it is better you have it at 
the moment. . . 

Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. 1-Ve have a copy here; I may have stuck it back in 
the file. · 

Thank you very much. 
Senator GURNEY.:! have a copy 'here now. 
Senator ERVIN. Let the reporter assign that the appropriate exhibit 

number. · 
[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 99. *] 
Mr. EHRLICIBIAN. Actually the first sentence, as •I recall, is only 

partly on this transcript and it said, "There are a number of thinS!S 
the President wanted me to cover with you," and only the latter half 
of that sentence is in the transcript. · 

Senator GURNEY. If we could, Mr. Ehrlichman, this is very impor -; 
tant, but if you could summarize these as briefly as you can it will help 
out the committee because I think my own time is running out here. 

Mr. EnRLICHl\IAN. You will see in the fourth paragraph I sa.id~ 
"No. 1, he wanted me to ask you these two things that I did yesterday 
about the grand jury and about Baker," meaning Senator Baker, and 
then we go into an inquiry about some statements that Senator Weicker 
had made to the press which the President had asked Pat Gray to che<:k 
into. Then, and the •President wanted a report on whether Senator 
Weicker had any evidence or not to support these assertions. 

Senator GURNEY. I think perhaps you had better explain a. littlt> 
more about Senator Baker who is not here so we can lmow that there 
IS no---

Mr. EHRLICIU£AN. ·well, the President had desiwiated John Dean a~ 
the ·white Mouse contact on \Vatergate, or the 'White House leadman 
on \Vatergnte; as I say in Febnrn.ry. He had also designated the Attor
ney General as the administration contact to the committee, and had 

•see p. 2944. 
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asked the Attorney General to be in touch with Senator Baker with 
regard to committee rules and technical matters of that .b..-ind. 

::,enator-GunNEY. This was just a liaison matter l 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes,sir. 
Senator GURNEY. So he can find out what was going on, what the 

committee planned to do, that sort of thing l 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Tha.t is correct. So he was asking for a report 

from the Attorney General on that. 
·By the way, it comes back to me that in the meeting that Dean and 

.:Mitchell and Haldeman and I had in the President's office on the 22d 
that the President had picked up the phone and called the .Attorney 
General and had given him some questions to ask Senator Baker about 
committee timing and that kind of thing so that he would be ad\·ised 
of the facts, and he had not yet had the report back from the .Attorney 
General on that. 

Then this first page is about Senator '\Veicker's statements, which 
was one of the items on the list. 

Then at the bottom of page 2 I said, "The President said for me to 
say this to you that the best information he has had and has, is that. 
neither Dean nor Haldeman nor Colson nor I nor anybody in the com
mittee has had any prior knowledge of this burglary. He said that he 
is counting on you to provide him with any information to the contrary 
if it ever turns up. And you just contact him direct. Now as far as the 
Committee 'f o Re-_Elect is . conce11:1ed he said that seri~us q,uestions 
somebody raised with regard to llitchell and he would likewise want 
you to communicate with him any evidence or inferences from evidence 
on that subject." 

Senator GURNEY. I think we had better stop there. 
The chairman points out to me that we have a vote on the Senate 

floor. · 
Sena.tor ERVIN. '\Ve will stand in recess. 

"[Recess.] 
Senator ERVIN. Senator Gurney will resume the questioning of the 

witness. 
Senator GURNEY. I think we were there at the 1bottom of page 2, 

Mr. Ehrlichma.n. , 
Mr. EHRLICH~IAN. Yes, sir; I saw during recess that I had skipped 

over the .Attorney General's remarks in the middle of page 2 where in 
response to my general inquiry, a previous inquiry also, he said he has 
been emphasizing publicly that "The President wanted the matter in
vestigated, to let the chips fall where they may, but second, if anybody 
has any information we not only want it, we expect to get it, so we can 
investigate it and if these indict other people ·and that anybody who 
withheld information would be obstructing justice." The Attorney 
General was saying this to the press and he was getting this out in 
every way that he knew how. 

·Now, then at the top of page ·3 the significance of the McCord letter 
which was drafted ,by l\Ir. McCord and handed to Judge Sirica and 
which Jud~e Sirica read publicly was discussed and evalua:ted by the 
Attorney General. 

Then, we return to the question about whether or not Mr. Mitchell 
was involved, and that led to a statement by the Attorney General that 
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if l\Ir. l\Iitchell were to be involved, and he says here that he has no 
evidence at this time that he is, but if he were,that we should give some 
thought in such an event to having a special prosecutor, the Attomey 
General would feel he would have to recuse himself. Then I asked 
him what the President's position would be in the event of such a. 
thing and at the bottom of page 3 and middle of page 4 he advises such 
a procedure. Then we discussed, and again this is an item on my list, 
the matter of immunity; who determines whether immunity will be 
granted mechanically, and he ~aid the Department of Justice deter
mined that insofar as the grand jury was concerned hut so far as the 
Senate committee is concerned that it made that determination in 
conjunction, I don't think he said in conjunction with the court, but 
that these were two separate procedures. 

Then another item on my list was the status of the court action which 
I have referred to previously in testimony here, in answer to a question 
by Senator vVeicker, and then finally I was asked to tell him that there 
was a possibility that the President wanted to see him in San Clemente 
the following Saturday. The Attorney General at that time was in 
Arizona, was planning to be in Los Angeles, and in point of fact that 
meeting. did take place in San· Clemente subsequent to this phone call. 

Senator GURNEY. Did the President tell you tit the time he gave these 
questions to you why he was asking you to inquir-e of the Attorney Gen-
eral rather than Mr. Dean, did that come up? _ 

·Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No, sir, it did not come up and I did not ask. . 
SenatorGtmNEY. But in retrospect you think he was perhaps having 

doubts whether he was get-ting a full story or not? 
:Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, up until then Mr. Dean had been the contact 

with the Attorney General in matters of this kind. 

L ~e._nator GURNEY. Then on wh. at elate did the .President give this full 
ss1gnment to you to run ·w atergate down for him 1 • 

Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. Two days later. · 
Senator GumrnY. I t'hink I had better stop there, Mr. Chairman, 

because I have taken enough time. 
Senator ERVIN. 1'Vell, Senator, I would not wfmt to cut you off. This 

is a. very serious investigation we are making and you could proceed 
until noon if you have further questions and then we can rocess for the 
lunch hour. 

'Senator GURNEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Let me then complete, if we can, the assignment you had from the 

President to now,-he the sort of chief Watergate investigator in the 
lVhite House. -

Would you tell the committee about that, what you found and -wh~t 
you reported to the President? 

Mr. EnRLICHlIAN. I have tried to disclaim the designation "investi
gator," Senator, because I don't consider what I did to be an investiga
tion, to a conclusive result. 

~enator Gun~~Y. You certainly can define your role. I didn't mean 
to imply sometJung you were not doing. 
. Mr. E1rnuc1BIAN. I had to get up to speed on this. I was not follow
mg the law on the matter and so the first thin<>' that I did in another 
com·_ersation with the Attorney Genen1l was to'"arrange to have some
one m the ,Depaitment of Justice prepa.re for me a thorough brief of 
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have reasoned back, but those came subsequent to March, of 

course. 

Q Mr. Ehrlichman, when did you get the assignment 

from the President to conduct an investigation into the "Watergate 

Affair"? 

A The 30th of March of this year. 

Q In your conversations with various persons did you 

make notes? 

A In some · cases I did and in some cases I either 

couldn't or didn't. 

Q Were all of these conversations on a one-to-one 

basis? 

• A No, Mr. Magruder's conversation was held with his 

two attorneys present. 

The conversations I had with Mr. Dean, as I recall, were 

not always alone. I think in at least one case Mr. Haldeman . 

was present. Some of the conversations were on the telephone 

and one or two people would be in the room perhaps at the.time 

I was making a phone call because it came in at a particular 

time when they were there. 

And many of them were one on one. 

Q In the telephone conversations where persons were 

in your office, were they on a loud speaker type telephone or 
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A I believe he did. At least, he talked to him. It 

was within 24 l;lours after that that the President relieved him. 

Q That would have been the end of March? 

~ A Yes. The President called me in on the 30th and 

I said, "My suspicions are crystalized and I want you to get into 

this." 

Q And make your investigation? 

A And make the investigation. 

Q Did the President indicate to you what his suspicions 

were? 

A Well, he said that it was evident to him at that point 

that Dean was in the thing up to his eyebrows. The President, 

incidentally, had had a number of conversations with Dean start

ing, I think, the last week in February and running through the 

time that he sent him to Camp David. 

Q Were these personal or telephone conversations? 

A They were personal conversations. 

Q Was anyone else present? 

A I don't know. 

Q Were you ever present? 

A No, I never was. But it was evident from what the 

President said to me on the 30th that through those conversa-

tions he had a growing awareness of Dean's personal involvement 
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in this and that his sending him to Camp Da vid ap parently was n 

device to smoke him out and see what he would set down on paper, 

and that when he·came back and said that he couldn't write any-

I thing down, that did it. 

Q Did you ever ask Dean why he didn't write something 

down at this time? (I am not going to your investigation.} 

A No. 

Q Do you know whether Mr. Haldeman ever asked him? 

A I imagine he did but I don't know. 

Q Do you know whether the President asked him specific-

ally why he did not write something down? 

A I don't know. The answer is I don't know. 

Q Other than yourself and Mr. Haldeman and the Presi-

dent, of course, is there anyone else at the White House who 

would have talked to Dean after his return from Camp David 

relative to the Watergate matter, of course? 

A I don't know. Mr. Fielding, perhaps. I don't knciw. 

Q At -that time Mr. Dean was still Mr. Fielding's 

superior, however, was he not? 

A Yes. 

Q Then the President then gave you the assignment of 

·, 

getting out the facts on Watergate. After that did you have 

further conversations with Mr. Dean? 
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21. On March 30, 1973 at 12: 30 p .m. Ehrlichman met with Fielding, 

Dean's assistant. Ehrlichman has testified that he had directed Fielding 

to deliver Dean's personnel records toEhrlichman and to briefEhrlich

man about allegations , that Dean had been dismissed by a law firm because 

of unethical conduct. At 3:00 p.m. on March 30, 1973 Ehrlichman and 

the President flew to San Clemente, where Haldeman joined them on April 

1, 1973. They remained in .. San Clemente until April 8, 1973. While 

they were at San Clemente, Ehrlicbman had a long distance ·telephone , 

conversation with ' Dean in ' which they discussed the allegations that 

Dean had been involved in . unethical conduct. 
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FRIDAY. lvLA.RCI-i 30, ! 973 

J 8:J5 HRH_offic<! 
9 :00 Presj.dent, Shultz, Son..,.<!nfoldt 

. 12:1~; 0::-.~.9_Go~2 (_ohota for Nation's Business 

C. -~~----~L\..:::.n~. 
l 2:3u - Frea ..t! 1er-drng . 

cover story) 

12:45 Bill Tirr..rnons 
Len Garment 

· · Depart South Lawn · 
1:15 

r3:00 .· 
3:20 
5:20 

· Depart Andrews 4:30 - President (Air Force One} 
. Arri•re El Toro 

Ll!ay ·Helicopter to.Palomar 

. LaCosta 

/ SATURDAY, ~l.\.RCH 31, 1973 

. 8:30 . AG Kleindienst, HRH 
. . ·-10:30-12:30 President 

12:~-- _ President 
7:00 .·· ·'. John Ford Din..."ler :--Los Angele3 

/ MONDAY, APRIL 2, 1973 

10:30 
11 :30 

President Thieu ar _rival ceremony 

Lunch with Mother Ehrlichrnan, Mr. and ~Irs~ James Dick,. 

Nancy Martinson 

2:30-4:.:.~0 President, HRH -------
,/ TUESDAY, APRIL 3; 1973 

J 

12:00 
2:00 
2:15-4:00 

Lunch - President, President Thieu 

Thieu farewell 
President 

WED.NESDA Y, APRIL 4, 1973 

8:30 Paul Pre3ley 

9 :00 Cliff :Miller 
10:3.a...,J?:..l.Q_ president 

12:55 Vern Olsen 
l: 10 Lunch with Zi~gler 

3:00 :?residen.t 
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,1 .::c:-HJRS ;:)_-\. Y, APRIL ';, 1973 
/ 

8-10:30 Paul 0'3.rien 
li :00 l ,-:-:::-o--- .,.;-'::f:Q Ii · ~ ~" 

.l. .:, --~.:.-U-. •• ~ 
3:00 ...-P-residcnt 
4:00. Judge Matthew Byrne 

i,/ FRIDAY, APRIL 6, 1973 

10:30 .Bebe Rebozo 
11 :00 ______ =.P...:r:.:e:.:s ident 
11 :30 Herb Kalmbach (parking lot of Ban..~ of America. 

San Clemente) 
1:00 Ted Ashley (Warner Brothers) 
1:15-1:45 President 

1:4~:00 ·-------~~I-rench with Ashley 
7:00 Baseball ga.:m.e with the President --Anaheim. 

SUI\TDAY, APRIL 8, 1973 

8:30 -Helicopter from Palomar r 9:00 Depart El Toro 2:00 - President (Air Force One)· 
L....4:30 Arrive Andrews --------- · · 

5-7 HRH,. John Dean ----.:__ __ 
J MONDA:(, ABRIL 9, · 1973 

10:30 Secretary Shultz' office - Stein, Ash,. Flanigan 
12:30 Lunch.with Al;- at Justice 
2-2:45~ __ __,,P ..... resident 
6:30. Blai::.- House - Senators Ervin, Baker 

/ TUESDAY, APRIL 10, 1973 
t; 

8:30 Bipartisan Leader.ship 
10:15 Le_n Garment, Ziegler 
11 :15 Ziegler, _HRH ------
12:45-2 President 
2:20 Mr. Luc~ (Con :Sd), :M.arshall i'!lcDonalci {Flo::.-id:a. Po1.ver 

3:00 
3:15 
5:00 

· and Light) 
_ ERE_ 

Joir..~d by De;:,..n 
Lc11· Ga:.~r.-ierlf 
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and that he just did not think it was a good idea for the President's 
lawyer to be going out and testifying; mother words, it was an at
torney-client privilege kind of position that he was contending for. It 
did not satisfy me. · 

Senator GURNEY. Mitchell now talking about Dean should not 
te~fy1 . · 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. That is correct. This thing continued to be a 
nagging question, and so we called John Dean, as we were headed 
back, I talked to Haldeman further about this. ·Dean was not talking 
to nie, all through this period of time, I had not had phone call one 
from him, which was very unusual because I used to hear from him 
from time to time on various subjects, including Watergate, but I was 
completely not on his telephone list and Bob Haldeman was hearing 
from him all the time. So we talked about what Bob Haldeman-. -

· Senator GURNEY. Did he know that you were performing the role 
for the President~ · 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I believe so. 
Senator GURNEY. All right. 
Mr. EHRLICHM:AN. I believe so. I did not tell him but I believe he 

well knew it. 

i- As a matter of fact, just before we departed for California this 
question arose of Mr. Dean being fired by his law firm for unethical 
conduct and .I sent for his personnel package in order to check it. The 
personnel package arrived in Fred Fieldi~'s arnis with scotch tape 
around it a number of times, and he said, 'What do you want this 
fod" And I said, "Well, there is a story"-and that refreshed my 

. recollection, I did have one phone call from.John Dean and that was i 
on that subject. He did call me at San Clemente about that and he said, 
"I understand you wanted. to get my personnel package," and I said 
"Yes, there is· this story about your having been accused of this un
ethical conduct," and he then told me the long story which he re
counted to this committee, that he eventually was able to get. the 
attorney who made the charges to retract the charges, which satisfied 

L me, .but I th. ink through Fielding and· through my conversation with 
Fielding on that occasion, Mr. Dean must ha.ve known that I was ac
tively in this. 

· · Senator GURNEY. I see. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. In any event, on the way back we called and· 

asked John Dean to meet us in my office when w~ returned to Wash
ington that night, and he did so. 

Senator GURNEY. What date i 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, April 8, 9. · 
Senator GURNEY. April 8 between 5 and 7 p.m. I 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Right; that was a Saturday or Sunday-that was 

a Sunday night, and we had a 2-hour meeting, Bob Haldeman, John 
Dean, and I, to try and understand what this hangup was between 
Mitchell and Dean. '\Ve still did not have a feel for it. Then, for the 
first time, l\Ir. Dean talked to us about the four meetings or the three 
meetings back in January and February and explained some of the 
nuances of the coverup story with regard to Mr. l\fagruder and the 
meetin~ which he, Dean, Magruder,. and . Mitchell had had in lfr. 
l\Iitchell's law office at a time when they were gathered with the 
attorneys in the case to discuss grand jury testimony where the three 
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r-'"From April 1 to 7, I was in San Clemente with the President 
~spite Mr. Dean's statement that during that period he, under ad \·icf' 
of counsel, endeavored to amid any contact :with Haldeman, Ehrlich
man, or Mitchell-we talked on the phone daily. The main problem he 
seemed to have during that period was the continuing one with 
Mitchell regarding the discrepancy on the number of meetings. 

It is my understanding that Dean hired a lawye1\ Mr. Shaffer, about 
·March 30. He had indicated earlier that he might do this so he-and, 
through hi~ the President-could consult an attorney familiar with 
criminal law on the implications of some of the concerns Dean was 
developing. He told me that his lawyer had told him he should .not 
write anything down about the 1Vatergate case and, if he had written 
anything down, he should not show it to anyone and he should not talk 
to Mitchell or :Magruder. He did not mention to me that his lawyer 
had told him not to talk to me or Ehrlichman and he did, in fact, con
tinue to talk-to me, at least. 

He told me his lawyers had met privately with the U.S. attorneys 
on April 4. He told me again on AJ?ril 7 that his lawyers had met with 
the U.S. attorneys on April 6. This despite the fact that in his testi
mqny he has said that his lawyers were meeting with the prosecutors 
but this was unknown to Haldeman or Ehrlichman. 

He further said that the U.S. attorneys had told hisJawyers--and 
he believed that this was the straight information beeausethis was an 
eyeball~to-eyeball meeting-that the U.S. attorneys were only inter
ested in the pre-June 17 facts. They had no concern with post-June 17. 
They only wanted D.mn as a witness. They did not consider him a 
target of their investigation. They did not consider Haldeman as a 
target and probably would not even call him as a witness. Liddy had 
told them everything but his lawyers didn't know it; and Liddy com
pletely- cleared the White House; that is, in telling them everything, 
Liddy had confirmed that nobody in the White House had had any 
involvement. 

'We returned to ·washington on April 8. During that week Ehrlich
man continued his investigation-and on Saturday the 14th reported 
his conclusions to the President in the form of a verbal statement of 
1 :s thee y of the case based on all of the information he had acquired-e 
still, of necessity, mostly by hearsay. -

There were several meetings with Dean that week and I recall a 
continuing concern on Dean's part regarding the discrepancy with 
Mitchell and the planning meetings. I don't recall any major changes 
in Dean's view of the facts from what he had reported on the phone 
earlier. · · 

By the end of the week both Dean and Ehrlichman had come to the 
view that :Mitchell had approved the ·watergate plan and there was 
so1ue discussion that, if that were the fact, and if :Mitchell decided 
to step forward and say so, it would be a major step in clearin.ir up the 
vVatergate mystery. This was not discussed in any context of asking 
.Mitchell to do this as a scapegoat or to divert attention from others
but as a major step in bringing out the truth. 

Over the weekend, both :Magrnder and Dean met with the U.S. 
attorneys in private sessions and gave their full accounts of the Water-
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22. On March 30, 1973 Ronald Ziegler stated in a press briefing 

that no one in the White House had any involvement in the Watergate 

matter. Ziegler also announced that the President reiterated his 

instructions that any member of the White House staff would appear 

before the grand jury if called to answer questions regarding that 

individual's alleged knowledge or possible involvement in the Water

gate matter. 

22.1 Transcript of White House press briefing, 
March 30, 1973, No. 1704, 708 (received from 

Page 

Watergate Grand Jury)............................. 478 

22.2 Ronald Ziegler press briefing, March 30, 1973, 
White House edited transcripts, Appendix 12 ••••••• 479 

22.3 Ronald Ziegler testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, 
February 12, 1974, 71-72 (received from Watergate 
Grand Jury) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 480 

(471) 



22 . 1 TFANSCRIPT OF ivHI J'E HOUSE PRESS BRIE F.IllG, MARCH 30, 19 73 

I would li!:e to re:.:ir.d all <1f you hcr_e 2.ncl c;:,.11 to 
your attention th.::t it h'1S been our po:;ition in the nc!~t and· 

rc::tain~ the t·ihite Hou£.~ position thi1t the p'.lhlic r~cd-i.:i und 

the l'"hite Hons ::: briefing ro:::::i -"1...~ not th::: pl,.c,~-:; to try <>.nd 
co:'!d.uct ~n un~lysis of these chZ".:rgcs or to I7!.::?kc judp.:1cnt:; 

rcg~rding individuals in rcspo;'l.::;C to whn.t ere un~ubstc..ntiatcd 
and uncorroborated charges. 

I made thu.t .point to you yesterday and several du.ys 
ago, .and I stu.te it to you today in a:itici;:,ation of sor:ic of 
your questions in relation to reports that h2.vc run this r..orning, 

1\s we said and I will repeat again today, this country 
has provided ., in its ,-,isdora, a number of foru:!ls for this 
kind of inquir}' .::nd it is in those duly constituted forums 
which we have always_ felt this matter should be pursued. 

With that in mind, 1 would like to take this opportunity 
to focus attention on the fact that we h.ive stated the position 
of the White House to be one of cooperation in the Watergate 
matter. tJc have stated that going back to June. · But I ":ould 
also like to lay to rest a misap?rehcnsion that has been created 

·with regard to the t-lhite House positio.1 on the l·Jatcrgate matter, 
the . misap;>rehcnsion which has resulted fro!':l the fact that \c:e 
do ~aintain a position that the public media and the l·lhite 
House briefing roe~ is not the place to conduct an analysis 
of these charges or to make a judg!':lent regal!'ding indivicuals 
in response to the·unsubstantiatcd charges, but also the 
position·which we have Stated regarding the doctrine of 
separation of powers. 

The purpose of_this : policy , is the opposite of covering 
up information. lt is the ?Olicy ,-,hich has been set with 

~,::::e:;v~:~·~;.:~~·~.;:;;:::~~::~~:,;:;;:J~!" 
I ~:u of this allegations were made in the press regarding 

Jilei:lbers of the llhite House staff. The Precident, as you 
recall, called for an investigation of members of the White 
House staff regarding the Watergate matter, and as we have 
said before, no one in the White House had any imrolver.ient 

prior knowledge of that event, and r :repeat that statement 
. in today. · . 

. 
. . 

I would.also like to make· several further points 
this morning: Something that has been overlooked is. that 
fro~ the very outset of these develop:?Jents, the President 
instructed all rnenbers of the White House staff, pr~sent 
and former, to cooperate fully with those investigating the 
Watergate natter. And, · in fact, every rnembcr of the Hhite 
House staff who has been asked to su?ply information regarding 
this matter has done so, to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
to the Grand Jury, and to the courts. This has ta:,en place, . 
of couzse, over the past rnonths. 

But I would like to bring into focus th2 present also. 
There are two processes now under way which are ex.:inining the 
tlatergate matter. One is the Grand Jury. The other is the 
Senate con~ittcc, the ~rvin Co::i.~ittec, which is proceeding 
with . its initial work. 

DV 
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App e ndix 12. Press BriefinEZ: Zieg·ler. March 30, 1973 

(Excerpt from Ziegler's Press Briefing) 

* 
.,_ .,. 

4C·J. 

With regard to the Grand Jury, the President reiterates his _ instructions 

that any member of the White ·House staff who is called by the Grand 

Jury will appear . before the ·Grand Jury to .answe:r questions regarding 

that individual.!s .. aUeged knowledge or , pQssible involvement ·'in the 

Watergate matter • . 

This is a re ... statement ·of · a policy which has he ·en in effect. · If the 

Grand Jury calls any member of the White Hous .e staff, that pers ,on, 

by direction .o-f>the -·President, ,.will appear to testifrregarding that · 

individual's .alleged ·knowledge 'of possible .involvement in the 

·water gate matter. 

* * * 
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22. J RONALD ZIEGLER TESTIMONY, FEBRUARY 12, 1974, WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 

?Z-72 

' 
71 

A I don't r~~ernber when. 1 think it \~as tJhen it 
1 I 
2, either bro:ce in the ne....,s or there was testir:iony that related 

! 
3 to it. I don't reme~ber specifically. 

Q N·.)W, you made a stater.ient on the 30th of ?-!arch th,,t 

5 no one in the White House .had any involvenent in Watergate? 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

(Nodding . ) 

So you thin k that you learned about Hr. Strachan 

s following th.at? . 

9 A Yes, I'm sure I did. I think it was April. The 

10 30th of 1'1arch statement related to the fact that the President 

11 wanted everyone to go to the Grand Jury. 

12 Q 

13 in March? 

14 

IS 

A 

Q 

Did the President tell you to make that statecent 

Yes, he did. 

He told you to make ·a statement that no one in the 

16 White House was involved? 
·-

17 A the statement that I made in March related to the 

1& fact -- and I c.a~e this just before we left for California --

19 related to the fact that the President wanted everyone to go 

20 to the Grand Jury, and we were also, during that period, 

21 asserting how we would prevent testil:lony before the Senate 

22 Watergate Co:::rnittee. 

23 Yes, at that ti.ce, I made the statement that no one 

24 in the White House was involved in the Watergate break-in. 

2S Q No. 
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22. 3 RONALD ZIEGLER TESTIMONY, FEBRUARY 12, 1974, WATERGATE GRAND JURY, 

71-72 
72 

A Or Watergate matter. 

21 
Q Yes.· 

A That was oiJviously an ad lib on my part . 

Q So the President told you nothing which encourager.l 
31 
41 
s I you to make that statem ent? 

61 A No. I was doing that on the frame of reference in 

7, my mind that the purpose of the March 30th stateraent --

8 

9 

Q 

A 

Aside from that, Hr. Ziegler. 

Let me make the point. The purpose of the March 

10 30th statement was the fact that the President was encouraging 

11 and so stated -- it was a big news story -- that he wanted 

12 everyone in the White House and in the Administration to 

13 appear before the Grand Jury and we would do so before the 

14 Senate Watergate Committee. 

15 During that whole period of time. he made reference 

16 to that. 
.• 

17 Q So the Pr~sident didn't tell you what he had learned 

JS on March 21st prior to your caking the March 30th statement? 

19 

2.1 

2.2 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

No, he didn't. 

In substance? 

No. 

·This was a brand oew policy that the President was 

23 announcing about . appearing before the Grand Jury? 

2.4 A Well. it was a restatement of policy and also it 

25 related to --

ov 
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23. On March 30, 1973 John Dean, .after consultation with his 

attorney, Thomas Hogan, retained Charles Shaffer, an attorney in the 

criminal law field. That day Dean met with Hogan and Shaffer and dis

cussed the break-in at the DNC headquarters and the .events that followed. 

Haldeman has testified that Dean had indicated earlier that he might 

retain a private attorney so that Dean -- and, through him, the President 

-- could consult an attorney familiar wi:th criminal law on the impli

cations of some of Dean's concerns. On the afternoon of April 2, 1973 

Dean's lawyers began a series of meetings with the Watergate prosecutors. 
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23.1 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 25, 1973, 3 SSC 1009 

1009 

had been in continuous contact since March 25 with my attorney, 
m Hogan, regarding whom he felt was the best available man in 

criminal law field that I might discuss this entire matter with. 
· We had talked on several occasions about Charles Shaffer, whom I 
had met several years ago and regarded highly as a criminal lawyer. 

On ifarch 28 and 29, however, I made several other calls to friends 
to ask them for suggested names of knowle~lgeable crimin~l lawyers, 
but decided on l\Iarch 30 that I would retam ~fr. Shaffer 1f he were 
available. l\Ir. Hogan informed me that he was and we arranged to 
meet with him. 

ffhe President, along with Haldeman and Ehrlichman, were going 
to be in California for a week or more in connection with the Presi
denf s meeting with President Thieu of South Vietnam and I felt that 
this would give me an opportunity to decide how best I could come 
forward and end this matter. I had decided that I was going to inform 
the prosecutors of what the case was all about but before I did so 
I felt that I should consult with counsel to determine the scope of 
my own problems. · 

On )larch 30, shortly after lunch, I met with )fr. Hogan and l\Ir. 
Shaffer. I spent 5 hours telling them everything that I could remember 
and telling them that I was unwilling to continue in the covernp. 
Mr. Shaffer advised me to avoid further conversations regarding this 
subject and said that he would like to talk with me again on :Monday 
morning prior to his seeing the prosecutors. 

Accordingly, we met again on Monday morning, April 2, and dis-

lJ
. ussed the matter for several hours more. That afternoon, my attorneys 

ent to the Gowrnment prosecutors and told them that I was willing 
come forward with everything I knew about the case. 

From the outset •I was confronted with the problems of executive 
prh·ilege, attorney-client ·privilege, and national security. Thus, it 
was ag-reed until these problems were resolved that I would exclude 
matters involving the President from these com·ersations. Twas also 
uncertain of manv of the dates and details of the facts that I had 
g-eneral knowledge of so •I began reconstructing a chronology of events; 
As each session progressed, I was able to provide more information, 
more leads. and more explanations of the interrelationships within 
the "\Yhite Honse and the relationships ·of ·persons who were im·olved. 

During: the period of April 2 until April 15, the meetings I had 
with the prosecutors were initially focusing on the activities which 
had led un to the ,June 17 break-in at the Democratic National Com
mittee and all the knowledge I had reg-ardingthe events before Jlme 
17. but as our discussions ernlved and I began telling them more and 
more of the cowrup, their interest began to focus more and more in 
that area. 

As I began explaining what I knew, it was evident that the prose
cutors had no conception of how extensive the corernp was so I tried 
to pro\-idc them with all the details that I could remember. Also, as 
the com·ersations reg-arding: the co,·ernp began to get into more and 
more spPcif'\cs, we mored into areas that came closer and closer to the 
Pi·t'SiflPnt. 'hnt prior to April Hi I did not discuss any of the areas of 
Presi<lential inrnh·ement. 
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23. 2 H.R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, JULY 30, 1913, 7 ssa 2903 

2903 

APRIL 

From April 1 to 7, I was in San Clemente with the Pt·esident. 
Despite Mr. Dean's statement that during that period he, under advice 
of counsel, endeavored to avoid any contact with Haldeman, Ehrlich
man, or Mitchell-we talked on the phone daily. The main problem he 
seemed to have durinlY that period was the continuing one with 
Mitchell regarding the ~iscrepancy on the number of meeting s. 

r': It is my understanding that Dean hired.a lawyer, Mr. Shaffer, about 
I ;;farch 30. He had indicated earlier that he might do this so he-and, 

through him, the Presidentr--could consult an attorney familiar with 
criminal law on the implications of some of the concerns Dean was 

l...Jf,veloping. He told me that his lawyer had told him he should not 
write anything down about the ·watergate case and, if he had written 
anything down, he should not show it to anyone and he should not talk 
to Mitchell or Magruder. He did not mention to me that his lawyer 
had told him not to talk to me or Ehrlichman and he did, in fact, con
tinue to talk-to me, at least. 

He told me his lawyers had met privately with the U.S. attorneys 
on April 4. He told me again on A:J?ril 7 that his lawyers had met with 

· the U;S. attorneys on April 6. This despite the fact that in his testi
mony he has said that his lawyers were meeting with the prosecutors 
but this was unknown to Haldeman or Ehrlichman. -

He further said that the U.S. attorneys had told his lawvers-and 
he believed that this was the straight information because this was an 
eyeball -to-eyeball meeting-that the U.S. attorneys were only inter
ested in the pre-,June 17 facts. They had no concern with post-.June 17. 
They only wanted Dean as a witness . They did not consider him a 
target of their investigation. They did not consider Haldeman as a 

target and ·probably would not even call him as a witness. Liddy had 
told them everything but his lawyers didn 't know it; and Liddy com
pletely cleared the \Vhite House; that is, in telling them everything, 
Liddy had confirmed that nobody in the ·white House had had any 
involvement. · 

We returned to ·washington on April 8. During that week Ehrlich
man continued his investigation-and on Saturday the Hth reportoo 
his conclusions to the President in the form of a verbal statement of 
his theory of the case based on all of the information he had acquired
still, of necessity, mostly by hearsay. 

There were several meetings with Dean that week and I recall a 
continuing concern on Dean's part regarding the discrepancy with 
Mitchell and the planning meetings. I don't recall any major changes 
in Dean's view of the facts from what he had reported on the phone 
earlier. · · 

By the end of the week both Dean and Ehrlichman had come to the 
view that :Mitchell had -approved the ,Yaterg1tt-e· plan and th ere was 
some discussion that. if that were the fact. and if ,:~fitchell decided 
to step forward and say so, it would be a major step in clearing up the 
,vatergate .myst ery. This was not discussed in any context. of asking 
Mitchell to do this as a ser,neg-oat or to di,·ert attl'ntion from others
but as a major stq> in bringing- out the truth. 

Over the weekend , both MagTltdl'r and DPan met with the U.S. 
attorneys in prirnte sessions and gave their full accounts of th e Water-
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24. On March 30, 1973 newspaper reports stated that Robert Reisner, 

former Administrative Assistant to Jeb Magruder at CRP, was to be sub

poenaed by the staff of the SSC. Magruder has testified that he realized 

that his story about his 1972 meetings with Mitchell, Dean and Liddy 

would not hold up. Magruder realized, among other things, that 

the SSC had begun an investigation and Reisner, who knew about the 

meetings and who had previously been missed by the prosecutors, would 

be gotten to. On March 31, 1973 Magruder, who previously had been 

represented by the attorneys for CRP, retained James Bierbower as his 

personal attorney. 
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24.1 WASHINGTON POST_, MARCH 30_, 1973_, Al_, A6 

IYlcCord Takes 5th 20 TiTnes, 
J~ff ol't to GaTI1 Irnn:nnnitv Seen! 

Dy B?h Woodwc1~d reportedly :~fused to answeJ 
:rnu Carl Bernstein •vere ihose dealinc.t with Roo-

'.'/a_,l1ir..~:on ?ost:. St3i! \V:-!u~r, crt C. 7i.Iardian, the -former c!1ief 
\Vatergate cons1Jirator .Tames of ,he Justice DE'par1::nent's in, 

W. :'.kCord .Jr. r~1Jeatedly in· v:.t·:1al security d!v.i5ion - th~· 
vokeu the Fifth Amendment cl!n;wn respons1ole for man 

aging higa1 wiretaps for the 
during his initial appearance feflec:ir :;overnment. 
before a Senate investigatin·~ }lardian, later the political 
committee Wednesday, refus- coordinator of :\Ir. ~ixon's: 
iac: to discuss whether a ~amp::i_'.{n,_ header! an inter!lalj 
hroail range ofpotentially ille- invf"s,1gat:on of the \V2tergaret 
gal activities had been unrler- bu'.;gin<.< for the President's re-i 
tak!'n on behalf of President election committee anrt. accord-I 
:\"ixvn·s re-ele.etion. in'..! to investi-::ative ,oucc~s.' 

.\•-cordin':{ ,o Ser.ate scJ1.1rces, supr>rvi~Ni :i "ho 1.1,Pc!P:rnin_'.('' 
:.JcCorcl eited his privile·ie that ir.clmled the de~a·•:r:rion of: 
a;:!:iin,t sdf-incr;mination in numerous rlocument, artn thel 
:in.,•.,f-, to more than 20 ques- June 17 a1-rest., in the ·,v:1ter-l 
tion.-. Pach :1.,kin'c( whether he gatP. i 
_lnd ;F:rsonal J.:no•.vlt>cl.~e of .L-\.\If>:S W .. Hr:CORD :'IIcCord. SPn~te sourcPs s:1id. j 
:tdditi,rna! wiretapning or oth·. questioned in Senate :1C'knnw!eil'."'-'d meet:n'.{ with ;I 

,·r ,ll'ts of political espionage' ~l:irnian but invoked the Fifth 
and ;,;,'1ot:1~e in :1Ir. :Nixon's, would not h~~itate to :rnswer ,\rnendrnent. \Vhin asI,ed to dis-! 
re-t>IP•·+1N1 e.1mpaign. , •h t; . \V" 1 , e!1.ss the s110.1ect of such mef-!t-1 

'['fw ~nt1rces said members I' e <mes .ons po.,ed ~c. r.e~- in'..!s. I. 
of rhe ::,Pn_ate's s.elect .'.V:lter·: day . if he were granted im- , Sen/~e ~Ot.trces 1:epor' ted t~an· ' 
ga:e ..:r,mm1ttee r:>~:irrled .':\[r-mumt.y. tne ,

1
, :1rer~ate 1nvPst11at1n,::1 

Cord'" invocation of the Fifth i ··He seemed to be saving to. c,1mmittee yestenla_v ,ubpoen.1 
!,rne'1•~rnent :int as an t:ncoop- the committee th:it lie·. !ias a::i_ecl rh_ree former employees of! 
crnt!·,-.,, ·;e,,ture; but rather as:·.vide k:wwled'.(e i:-r a ,,.-;de va·'-~ne _:'.\ixnn re,eleetion commit-I 
:ht o:>~n s,1:;::.:estion that they :•iety of areas invoh·ir..( crim-:tee tn a~1.at~emnt to enrroho-j 
gra:i., i:1m im'"Tluni,y from fur-; inal netiv;ry c;arin:; the Pn• 5. ra:e .\kLorrt s ~estimon:-: :ibout; 
lher p:·n,ecutlon. idt'nt's c·nnr>ai~:1." sairt one the ::tle<.:(_ed i_nv0Jvemt•nt of 

T,,e:; '"lt'Pdi~tert that :\fcCord,_;;nurre/ addinc:: "He gave· the,:1'.gh :ires1dent1a_l «ides ·in the, 
the l"ormer security eo,1rdina-. im!)re,sion that he would be. i\ ~r.ei·;:ite hu,f:.(1::1.~. 
tor of ti1P Committee for foe;delighred to speak about it jfi fne threl-' were iden{ifit>d 
l,c-i'kctio11 of the Presirlent,; :he ·committee ;:ivt>s him im-::1" Sa~ly Harmon:"· and Svlvia 
who •.vas eonvic'.ed in the; :nunity.'' I I'ananre:;, both tormer sel're-
1.V:it er~:ne consptracy ca;;e,; ,\mong the questions ;\kCordJ See W.\.TERGAT1~, .\o, Col. 1 
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24.1 WASHINGTON POST., MARCH 30 1 1973 1 A11 A6 

W:\ TERGATE, .From Al In other developments yes-
terday: 

t:1ries_ to one of ..\fcCord'~ co- .. The Los },ngeles Times 
conspiralors, rormer \\ h1te renorted that ..\lcCord's ac
Hnuse aide G. Gordon Liddy, co~nt oi the meeting in 
arrd nobert ~e.isner: who, ..\Iitchell's office was '·partly 

L s,'rvect as adm1mst.ranve as-• corroborated'' by ..\!agruder's 
~istant to the deputy director testimonv before the \\"ater-· 
of tile- 2'\ixnn· re-election cam- !!ate ~ra~d jury last summe1·. 
paign, .former Presidential as-, In the testimony, The Times 
sistant · Jeb Stuart ~\[agrucler., reoorted . .\[agruder confirmed 

·During his testimony'th~t he attended the session 
Wednesday, McCord said un-t r·ith .\.Iitchell, Liddy and 
der oath that he was told by: Dean. However . ..\Iagruder told 
Liddy, his principal superior inl the grand jury that no plans 
the Wate1·gate conspiracy that:for the Watergate buggin.g : 
fo1':..'i!er ·_.\ttorney General John: were discussed at the meecing, j 
X .. }litchell had personally ap-! according to The Times ac- , 
!}roved plans to bug the Demo-: count. 1: 

. crats headquarters. I •·A growing number of Re.I 
:\IcC?rd testified_ Wednesday! publican senators :rnd party' 

that Liddy told h1m that the,Jeaders voiced concern about 
budget and plans for the Wa-: the Watergate, with .some call
krgate ope.ration were ap-: ing on President );ixon to ap.l 
proved during a February,1 point a special prosecutor to, 
197~. meeting in Mitchell's of-! investi,gate the matter. , 
fice th~t also was .at:ended by! • Sen. Lowell P. Weicker 1 

·'.fogr~mer .and W hice House! (R-Conn.l. a member or the 
Coun:.el :lonn W. De~n III. ! Senate Watergate committee, 

. .\ccor<;1rng to .reliable re-1 said that the \Vatergate bug-
purt:; ot _\[cCord s tesumony,, . t · ·1 · d · , 

, -· . . . . : gmg was no an 1so ate in-: 
the former Nixon secunty, ·ct t . · ct· t l b • · r ·ct L'dd 1 Id l · · c1 en ot spymg tree ec v, n1:e sa1 i y a so to 11m' th \Vh't H _ · F th S · , 
that he brought six or more: e . 1 e .ouse. ' e enate: 
l<\rge cardboai·d charts to the! ~.:immittee mce?ds

1 
to g~t toj, 

meeting to explain his pro-i d:e. bottom o.t t,1e matter, 1 
posal t~ bug the Watergate. ! \\ eicker sa,d, it. will be nee-•· 

McCord. Senate sources said.i essary to tocus ,he ~ro.be on;: 
testified that he thought ..\[issi person~ other ~han LI.day and;: 
Panarites might have know- 1 on esptonag_e rnc1c!ents otner·· 
kd;::e of the charts. Reisner,: th!n. the \\- at.~rgar;. . . f. 
ac-rnrding to the sources, was; Former \\ mte H?use con-!• 
!-ubpoenaed to determine if he: sultant E. Howard Hunt ,Jr,;: 
knew anv dei:ails about the at-? testified for a third day be-i, 
ic'!ed :;;eetin~ and whether' fore a federal srand jury thati! 
_\\;igrucler attended it. : has reopened its probe of thei1 

.\ccorrling to reliable re-: case. Hunt reportedly was ii 
ports of his testimony, :.\le-: asked. about ..\lc-Cord's alle~a-:! 
Cord tolri the Senate commit-! tions and other ties Hunt mayi 1 

tee that he believes ..\Iiss Har-: have had to the broader cam-: 
mony mi~ht have typed final: paign of political spying. !. 
reports of wire·tapped corr: • Reliable Senate sources! 
Yer~atrnns from the Water-· ~aid ..\IcCord's testimony alsoi' 
;.:ate surveillance. One of the· focused briefly on \Vhitei· 
unresolved mvsteries of the, House chief of staff H. R.: 
,rateNate ca;e has been the· Haldeman. but denied reports: 
question of to whom those re-, published in some newspapers: 
purls eventually were distri-: today that the testimany in: 
but ed. , any way implicated Haldeman, · 

..\[iss Harmony also was ex-' in the bugging. 
pel'tPd to be asked if she i The sources said JTcCord· 
knew anythin,:: about a Febru -: testified that he once sent' 
;iry meeting in ..\Iitchell's of-: Haldeman a memorandum, 
fic:c>_ ! dealing with routine st>curity' 
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24.2 ROBERT REISNER TESTIMONY., JUNE 5., 1973., 2 SSC 489: 508-10 

48!:J 

Mr. REISNER. I do. 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Chairman, Terry Lenzner, assistant chief counsel, 

will ask the first few questions of the witness. 
Mr. LENZNER. Mr. Reisner, will you spell your name and address 

please? 
TESTIMONY OF ROBERT A. REISNER 

Mr. REISNER. My name is Robert Reisner, middle initial A. F., 
my address is 2727 29th St: NW.; Washington. 

Mr. LENZNER. Will you spell your last name? 
Mr. REISNER. R-e-i-s-n-e-r. 
Mr. LENZNER. And you are appearing here today without counsel; 

is that correct? 
Mr. REISNER. That is correct. 
Mr. LENZNER. Do you have any short opening statement yo~,would 

like to make? 
Mr. REISNER. No, I do not. As you know, Mr. Lenzner, Mr. 

Chairman, I have met with your staff on a number of occasions in an 
effort to try to be cooperative as· I can be and I am appearing here 
in the same spirit and I will be glad to answer your questions. . . 

Senator ERVIN. I would like to say on behalf of the committee the 
staff assures me that you have been most cooperative. 

Mr. REISNER. Thank you. 
Mr. LENZNER. Mr. Reisner, were you employed by the Committee 

o Re-Elect the President in November of 1971? 
Mr. REISNER. I was.';-
Mr. LENZNER. And what was your position-with the committee? 
Mr. REISNER. I was administrative assistant to Mr. Jeb Magruder. 
Mr. LENZNER. And how long did you hold that position? 
Mr. REISNER. I worked for Mr. Magruder from November 1971 

I '!ntil July 1972. In July, I then went to work for Mr. Clark Mac
Li,iregor as his executive assistant. 

Mr. LENZNER. When did you leave the Committee To Re-Elect? 
Mr. REISNER. On November 8, following the election. 
Mr. LENZNER. Can you briefly describe your duties as Mr. Magru-' 

der's administrative assistant? 
Mr. REISNER. My duties were pretty conventional-that of ad

ministrative assistant. There were three kinds of duties. Basically I 
was responsible for the people, for coordinating among the people that 
he saw, in other words, his schedule. I was responsible for coordinating 
the paper flow that came in and out of his office and, therefore, the 
decisions, just keeping track of the decisions that accompanied that 
paper flow. And finally, I was responsible for sort of followup role, 
just keeping tabs on things that he wanted to have done and that he 
had asked various senior staff members to do for him. 

Mr. LENZNER. Now, in those duties did you maintain a diary of 
Mr. Magruder's schedule? 

Mr. REISNER. No, I did not personally maintain a diary. I was 
responsible for his calendar and I had a secretary who also worked 
directly for Mr. Magruder named Vicki Chern, and her role was to 
keep a calendar and keef his own calendar up to date and that would 
be the accurate record o his schedule. 

:Mr. LENZ.KER. Now, did there come a time when you were intro
duced to Gordon Liddy? 
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508 

Senator ERVIN. Just generally speaking. 
Mr. REISNER. Generally speaking, shredding that document, I 

remembered for the first time when I read that Mr. Gray had shredded 

r a document and I simply realized that there was a similarity there. 
Senator ERVIN. When were you subpenaed to go before the grand 

jury? · ,. . 
Mr. REISNER. On April 8. It was at a subsequent meeting with 

Mr. Silbert that I described that document to him. It was in a previous 
appearance before the grand jury that I described virtually all that I 
have described here today. 

Senator ERVIN. Did you talk to Mr. Silbert before you talked to 
this committee staff? 

Mr. REISNER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. Were you subpenaed before the grand jury before 

. you talked to the staff of this committee? 
Mr. REISNER. To be precise, on March 30, your staff subpenaed 

me, which was the first time I had heard from an investigatory body. 
I met with two of your investigators on that Friday. The subpena was 
canceled. I believe , Mr. Chairman, you were out of town and returned 
and the .nature of the proceeding changed. 

Subsequently, I was subpenaed by the grand jury and appeared 
there. 

Senator ERVIN. Now, did you receive a phone call or any communi
cation from Mr. Magruder afteryou were subpenaed to go before the 
grand jury or before our committee? 

Mr. REISNER. Yes, sir; on that Frid~y, which was, I believe, 
March 30. Act.ually, it was in the newspaper before I knew what was 
going to happen. I read in the newspaper that morning that I was 
to be subpenaed. 

Senator ERVIN. What did Mr. Magruder ask you to do? 
Mr. REISNER. , He asked me to get together with him. He· called 

me at .home and asked me t-0 get together with him that morning . He 
asked me whether he could take me to work. I indicated that I didn't 
think that was appropriate, because I presumed that the reason I 
was being ·subpenaed before this committee was to discuss :\fr. 
Magruder; therefore, I didn't think it was appropriate for us to meet. 

He then called meagain that morning to urge a meeting. I suggested 
' there should , be a third person there. We set a meeting. Then I chose 
not to attend the meeting. I wanted to be firm about not meeting 
with him. 

Senator ERVIN. Did he say anything to you in either of those 
conversations .about meeting with a Paul O'Brien? 

Mr. REISNER. Yes, -sir; the nature of that was this, as I understand 
it. I indicated to him that if we were going to meet, there should be a 
third person there. 

He said, well, we will have to find someone. How about if we find 
either Paul O'Brien or Ken Parkinson, who were counsel to the 
committee? 

I said that that would be acceptable, but subsequently called ).;Ir. 
O'Brien at 11 o'clock that morning and snid that I didn't think it 
was appropriate to " get ·together with the man about whom I was 

0 going to be asked .to ·testify. Mr. O'Brien , agreed ,vith that and said 
that ·he understood oompletely .and there was no problem. 
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Senator ERVIN. Did Mr. O'Brien give you advice about or make an 
offer of help to you? 

Mr. REISNER. Mr. O'Brien? 
Senator ERVIN. Yes. 
Mr. REISNER. Well, yes, sir, he was counsel to the committee; and 

I think he said, "I will be ~lad to· help you, Bob," but, he said, "I 
think you will have to realize that if you have independent counsel 
or someone who is independent who can give you advice, that may 
be your best situation. After all, I have to represent the committee 
as well." · 

Senator ERVIN. What was Magruder's reaction when you told 
him that-- . 

Mr. REISNER. I didn't want to come to the meeting? 
Senator ERVIN [continuing]. That you didn't ,vant to meet him. 
Mr. REISNER. He called Mr. O'Brien's office expecting me to be 

there and found out I wasn't going to attend. His response was ex
tremely agitated. He felt he wanted to know what I thought I was 
doing. · 

He also indicated to me that-I had said to Mr. O'Brien I didn't 
think there was very much I could provide that would be helpful to 
this committee 11,nd Mr. O'Brien had apparently-we just discussed 
briefly the nature of the evidence I could provide and Mr. Magruder~ 
one of the pieces of evidence, of course, was the easel. 1,Ve mentioned 
that and I think Mr. Magruder stated that he didn't_:_he said there 
was no easel. He said, I don't see how you can remember that. 

Senator ERVIN. Now, he called you at your home, didn't he, and 
talked about that? 

Mr. REISNER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. That was the third telephone call he made to you 

that day? 
Mr. REISNER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. I would like you to explain the conversation. What 

did you tell him outside of the easel and what did he tell you? 
Mr. REISNER. What did he tell me? 
Senator ERVIN. Yes. 
Mr. REISNER. He also indicated to me-well, the nature of the 

conversation was one in which he was saying to me, you know, what 
are you doing? There was no easel. 

Then he said, I can't understand this. He said, you know, are you not 
going to be cooperative? Are you not going-everyone else has been 
cooperative, or something to that effect. 

Now, in fairness to Mr. Magruder here, because I think it is border
ing on a very serious point that I have discussed with your staff, there 
was a fourth phone call on that day. He, I think, knew that he didn't 
wish to-that I didn't want to meet with him. He called my home and 
had my wife call me and ask me to call him that evening. 

Now, in that evening phone call, the entire nature of the phone 
call was different. I think he said that he was upset, that he was sorry 
if he was overly anxious. He said he just wanted me to realize . that 
there were some extremely serious matters concerned here and that I 
should treat them in thttt ·way. 

I said I intended to treat them in that wny. 

(492) 



24.2 
'JUNE 5,· 1973, 2 SSC 489, 508-10 ROBERT REISNER T]E'§..S~!:_mL!J..M~O~Nf1.Y2.,_!f.:.'!!!.!:.~..,!.....;:.:!..!.~-_;;;__:::.::~.;:.;:.::...L-~~~ 

510 

Senator ERVIN. Did he tell you at that time that you should be 
careful about what you said because people's lives and futures were at 
stake?. 

Mr. REISNER. Yes, he did. That was in that second phone call, 
and that was by way of explaining to me why he ,vas so concerned. 

Senator ERVIN. Just for my edification, I wish yoti would explain 
about the easel story, because I don't quite understand. 

Mr. REISNER. Yes, sir. I think the nature of the easel story is 
just that Mr. Liddy came to me indicating that he was going to 
have a meeting with Mr. Mitchell and that he wished to have some 
sort of a prop to use, on which to use visual aids. I indicated to him 
I would try to look for such a prop. 

I had, I think, one of the secretaries call Mr. Mitchell's office and 
see whether there was such a prop. I don't think there was. 

Senator ERVIN. In other words, Mr. Liddy told you he was going 
to meet with Mr. Mitchell. 

Mr. REISNER. Yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. And he asked you if you could get him an easel 

Lon which he could display charts for Mr. Mitchell's--
. Mr. ~EISNE~. He did not say to display charts, but I presumed that 
1s what 1t was. --

Senator ERVIN. Senator Baker. 
Senator BAKER. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much. If there is 

no objection by you and the committee, I would like to yield now to 
Senator W eicker to examine the witness. 

Senator WEICKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Reisner, I would like to go back to the evening of June 17, 

because as I understand your testimony, and if I also understand 
testimony that has been given before this committee, there seems to 
be, some discrepancy as to what occurred. 

Now, just let me try to go over the sequence of events that trans
pired with the phone call to Mr. Magruder the evening of the 17th 
from Mr. Magruder's office. 

Was Mr. Odle on the phone when you spoke to l\fr. Magruder? 
Mr. REISNER. Yes. 
Senator WEICKER. During the entire time? 
Mr. REISNER. It is my belief that he was on the phone during the 

entire time. As I remember the phone call, he initiated it. 
Senator WEICKER. Now, may I stop you? Mr. Odle initiated the 

phone call? 
Mr. REISNER. Yes, sir. 
Senator WEICKER. Why would he have initiated it? 
Mr. REISNER. He, I think, came into the room and said, what is 

the-are you doing here? 
I suid, Jeb called me and asked me to come down here. 
He then said something to the effect-well, he said-I said that the 

reason I was down there wtts to remove some sensitive things from the 
file and that that is whatJeb wanted me to do. 

He said, do you knov.: exactly what he wants'? 
I said, no, not really. 
He said, I think we ought to tell him about the news, or something 

to that effect. So he called Mr. Magruder. 
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had a direct relationship to the President at all. In fact, the use of 
his name was very common in many cases where it was inappropriate; 
in other words, where he had not had any dealings in the matter. 
So I knew that this did not necessarily mean it came from the Presi
dent or anyone else other than l\Ir. Dean or l\Ir. Mitchell. 

Mr. DASH. But you did not know to the contrary. 
Mr. MAGRUDER. No; I did not know to the contrary. 
Mr. DASH. Did you know or have any knowledge of any plans to 

pay attorney's fees or salaries to defendants or support for the families 
of the defendants i 

Mr. 1MA0RUDER. I was aware that they were being taken care of 
because, of course, one of the questions I had if I was going to-par
ticularly before the second grand jury appearance where I had to 
decide to l!O up and tell this covernp story-that I wa.nted assurances 
that the other seven defendants, the seven defendants would hold and 
I was assured they were being taken care of. That was the extent of 
my knowledge. 

l\ir. DAsH. ·were you aware of any concern about any one of the 
defendants during this period of time~ 

Mr. MAGRUDER. "Well, at varying times there was concern over par
ticularly Mr. McCord. I think Mr. Htmt to some extent at various 
times and also I think l\fr. Sturgis who I did not know. They were 
three who were brought up most frequently. 

Mr. DAsH. "\Vere you aware of any plans to propose a CIA defense 
for the defendants~ 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Again, in these series of meetings that we had from 
the period, from the break-in to September, that defense was dis
cussed in general terms at meetings I attended but I could not be 
specific about it. 

Mr. DASH. Now, you testified at the first Watergate triaH 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And at that trial did you tell this same false story that 

you testified before the grand jury and told the FBI'? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, sir. 
M:r. DASH. By the time of the trial in January all seemed, :Mr. 

Magruder, to have worked well according to the, plan that you had 
worked out with Mr. l\Iikhell, :Mr. Dean, ~Ir. LaRue and Mr. liardian. 
At what time, to your recollection, if it did occur did the plan begin to -
crumblei 

Mr. MAGRUDER. ,ven, I think that as soon as we realized that the 
grand jury was going to reconvene, much more so than l\fr. McCord's 
statement because I knew l\Ir. l\IcCord's statements would be hearsay, 
but as soon as I knew the grand jury was going to recom·ene I knew 
that things would be difficult to hold. I knew I could not go through 
the same process, now that the election was now m·er and the reason for 
the covernp :from my standpoint was now no longer rnlid. But also I 
knew that Mr. Reisner, the one-from my standpoint, the only mistake 
the prosecutors made was in going through the orga1:ization they 
missed l\Ir. Reisner, and if they had caught l\Ir. Jkisner earlier. I think 
this story would not have been made but I knew they would ~ct to 
l\fr. Reisner now because it had been ob,·ious he had been mv assistant 
at. that tirvc and so as sooii as I knew that and as soon as f knew l\fr. 
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L 
Dean began to indicate some reluctance to discuss those meetings in 
the same terms that I had discussed them at the grand jury, I knew the 
story would not hold up under a second investigation by your com
mittee, which, of course, had begun to hold hearings and also the grand 
jury. .. 

Mr. DAsH. Did you have a meeting with Mr. Haldeman in .January 
1973? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes; I did. 
Mr. DASH. Could you briefly tell us what the nature of that meetin_g 

was and what was discussed? 
Mr. )faGRUDER. The meeting was for two purposes. I was the director 

of the inaugural at that time and was to discuss future employment 
regarding myself and also at that time there was a problem regarding 
Mr. Porter's employment and I had made certain assurances, )fr. 
Mitchell had, about .his emplo_yment and I wanted to be sure )fr. Hal
deman was aware of that. And then, third, and I realize now that these 
were probably taped conversations. I had some conversations with )fr. 
Dean in his office where he indicated a certain lack of memorv to 
events, and I became rather concerned. He indicated at one point {hat, 
wasn't that surprising how this plan was ever put into operation, and 
I said, "'Vell, John, surely you remember the meetings we att~ncled" 
and he didn't seem to remember those meetings, and I said to myself 
something is going to happen here if that continues. I think as it turned 
out these conversations were taped, so I thought I had better see )fr. 
Haldeman and tell him what had actually happened. I thought prob
ably that this was becoming scapegoat time and maybe I was going to 
be the scapegoat, and so I went to Mr. Haldeman and I said I just want 
:you to know that this whole vYat~rgate situation and the other activ:.. 
1ties was a concerted effort by a number of people, and so I went 
through a literal monologue on what had occurred. That was my first 
discussion with Mr. Haldeman where I laid out the true facts. 

Mr. DASH. Do you know what day or date approximately in Jan-
uary that occurred? · 

Mr. MAGRUDER. It would have been before the inaugural because we 
were still working on the inaugural hut I would have to look in mv 
diary as to what date specifically. . • 

Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when you met with )Ir. )Iitchell 
sometime after the trial ? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes. ·well, the McCord letter basicallv activated 
great concern in the sense-- • 

Mr. DASH. That letter, I think the record will show, was )Iarch 23. 
Mr. l\faGRUDER. That is correct. 
Mr. DAsH. That was read out by Judge Sirica in the courtroom on 

the sentences on )fa rch 23. 
Mr. MAGRUDER. That is correct, and that, of course. accelerated the 

process of concern on, I think, all of the participant parties. I. on :Mon
day, the 25th, went. to see the two lawyers for the committee. As YOH 
are aware at this time I did not ham my own counsel so I was depe.nd
ing on counsel basically from our comniittee, and I went on>r my prob
lems with them, which I think were more acute at that time than the 
other participants and they agreed that I had a serious problem and 
suggested that I see, retain my own counsel. I think they then trans
mitted that concern of mine to )[r . .Mitchell uPcaus1c• on Tuesday he 
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)fr. DASH. And Mr. Haldeman 1.'1lew that then, did he not? 
)fr. lfaGRUDER. I cannot recall in my meeting with him in January 

whet.her-yes, I am sure I did discuss those meetings, yes. 
)fr. DASH. So the attempt to get together and agree on that meet

ing was an attempt to get together and agree on at least from your 
point of view, would be the full story? 

·)Ir. )faGRUDER. That is correct, Mr. Haldeman recommended that 
)Ir. Dean and Mr. Mitchell and I meet, which we did that afternoon. 

l\fr. DASH. ,Yhat was the result of that meeting~ 
Mr. )faGRUDER. I realize that )Ir. Dean had different opinions then 

as to what he would do probably, and so t.hen my-I thought that 
probably it was more appropriate that even on that Monday that I 
get separate counsel so that I could get advice independent of the 
individuals who had participated with me in these activities. 

)Ir. DASH. In other words, you really could not agree at the m~ 
ing with Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Dean. 

l\fr. 11AGRUDER. Well, it was cooperative. 
)Ir. DASH. What was Mr. Dean's ,position~ 
)Ir. ~faGRUDER. He would not indicate a position. 
,)fr. DASH. All right. Did there come a time when you did get 

independent counsel? . 
1\-Ir. MAGRUDER. Yes, Mr. Parkinson, who was counsel of the com

mittee, recommended Mr. Bierbower and on that Saturday I went 
to meet him, he was out of the country, and I met him and we agreed, 
he agreed to be my counsel that Saturday evening. 

Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when you decided that you should 
go to the U.S. attorney's office? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, that is correct. 
Mr. DASH. When did you go to the U.S. attorney's office~ 
Mr. MAGRUDER. "\Ve agreed, they discussed the things with the U.S. 

attorney, I think on April 12 and I saw them informally on April 13 
and saw them formally on April 14 on Saturday, April 14. 

l\fr. DASH. At that time did you tell everything to the assistant U.S. 
attorneys? · 

l\Ir. l\IAGRUDER. Yes, I cooperated. 
Mr. DASH. 1Vho did you meet with? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. l\Ir~ Silbert, Mr. Glanzer, and )fr. Campbell. 
Mr. DASH. Did you tell them everything you are now telling this 

committee? 
Mr. :MAGRUDER. Yes. 
l\Ir. DASH. Did you have a meeting afterward with )fr. Ehrlichman? 
l\Ir. MAGRUDER. Yes, l\Ir. Ehrlichman called while I was with the 

U.S. attorneys and asked me would I come over and talk to him about 
the case. 1Ve talked to the U.S. attorneys and they agreed as a courtesy 
that we should and l\fr. Bierbower and the other attorney with l\Ir. 
Bierbower and I went to see l\Ir. Ehrlichman that afternoon. 

l\lr. DASH. Then. according to that meeting that you had with )[r. 
Ehrlichman, what happened? 

:\Ir. JL,m:uoi::n. "Te told him in mther capsule form basically what I 
told vo11 this morning. 

Mi·. DASH. All right. 
Now. I lm,·e j11st two final questions. I want to go back to the time 

when vou came back from California to 1Yashington, putting you hack 
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criticizing the Senate Select Committee as being plagued by irresponsible 

leaks of tidal wave proportions. Ziegler stated that the White , House 

intended to cooperate with the Committee but called on Senator Ervin to 

get his own disorganized house in order so that the investigation could 

go forward in a proper atmosphere of traditional fairness and due process. 
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Ervin Insists'. 
Aides. Testify 
Under Oath 

By Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein 
Washln&'ton Post Sta!f Writers • 

Sen. Sam J. Ervin (D~N.C.) yesterday rejected a White 
House suggestion that presidential aides appear inform
ally before the Watergate investigating committee, _ob-
serving that they are not "royalty or nobility" who-~an
be excused from testifying under oath and in public. .• _ ·· -

Ervin, who heads the seven-member investigating· 
committee, said he would ac-:-
cept nothing less .than ·the 
9W'Orn testimony of presiden
tial aides· in public sessiQnS 
and added: "Divine right went 
i out with the American Revolu-
1 tion . and doesn't belong to 
White House aides." , 

_....,..,._n San-. Clemente,- Calif., 
presidential Press Secretary 
,Ronald- L. Ziegler responded 
wifu sharp. Wh'ite -House· criti
cism of the Ervin committee, 
citing··. what . he called 
''irresponsible leaks in tidal 
wave· proportions" from--_ the 
committee's closed-door. ses-
siqn last week. -

1'1 _ would encourage the 
chairman,'' Ziegler - said, -"to 
get his · own disorganized 
house in order so that the in
vestigation can go forward in 
a proper atmosphere of· tradi
tional -fairness -and due proc-

" . 

Ervin also - repeated his 
threat to have White House I 
aides • arrested and cited for 
contempt by the ·senate if 

l
they refuse to respond to a 
snbpoen_a. He gave no indica
tion when · subpoenas for the 

!
aides might be issued. 

Ervin presently has the 
backing of at least five of the 

'

other six members of the 
.Watergate committee to force 
i a showdown with the White 
iHouse on executive privilege. 
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! The das_h __ ap_ parentlY 1_ eft ·1 i the Ervin committee and the 
: White House more than ever 
! at an impasse over the Presi-1 
! dent's claim· that executive I 
j privilege allows him to keep, 

I 
his aid. es from__ testif._ying be- 'I 
fore Congress. The President . 

ril&Slitd he would' welcome a I 

I 
court test to determine I 
whether his aides could be I 
forced to testify. 1 

j In other developments i 
1 
yesterday: ! 

1 • Former White House aide 
\ G. Gordon Liddy, described by 
I prosecutors as the "boss" of 
! the Watergate- bugging, re
i fused to answel'· "all substan-
1 tive questions" put to him in a 
j 2lf.z•hour appearance before a 

I
' federal grand jury, according 
to Liddy's attorney, Peter 
Maroulis. Liddy was convicted 
at the Watergate trial and 
could face a contempt of court 

See WATE~~~?=~1,l\4, CoL t,. 
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A 4 .. Tu~,dar.A;,ril3,1973 THE.WASHINGTON POST< 

Erviri WOn''t~'.A<:Cept:·,. · 
Informal TeSiiiiiollyJ~ 

" 

' 
WATERGATE, From Al I 

citation unless he cooperates I 
with the grand jury. 

• Another convicted Water- ! 
gate conspirator, James W. · 
McCord Jr., was ordered to 
give a sworn deposition today 
to attorneys for the Presi· 
dent's re-election committee in 
pendin~ civil suits stemming 
from the Watergate buggin~. 
(McCord ha~ voluntarily testi• 
fied. before the Senate com
mittee, and.is scheduled to ap
pear before the Hill p~nel 
again Wednesday.) 

President· Nixon was em, 
phatic last month in .stating 
that he would not allow pres
ent or former aides to testify 
in a formal session of a con
gressional committee . Without 
elaborating, Ziegler said last 
Friday that some informal tes
timony might be permitted be
fore the Ervin Committee. 

In holding firm . to his posi
tion that publi-c, sworn testi· 
mony is required, Ervin said 
that Mr. Nixon's assertion is 
"shooting the so-called execu
tive privilege doctrine way out 

· past the stratosphere ... and 
a terrible disservice to the 
high office of the presidency." 

"That is not executive privi
lege, that is executive poppy. 
cock," Ervin said. He said ex
ecutive. privilege does not ap
ply to illegal or unethical be
havior, such as the Watergate , 
bugging. · · I 

· Ervin, a 76-year-old former 
state supreme ·court · · judge 
added, said in answer · to a 
question at a morning press 
conference, "The President is 
conducting himself in such a 
way as to reasonably engender 

, In the minds of people lhe be-
lief he is afraid of the truth." · 
__ At one point Ervin criticized 
the President's legal judg- r 
ment. "I am going to suggest ' 
that Duke Law School give 
him a refresher course," Ervin 
said. President Nixon gradu
ated " from Duke law school, 
which is in Ervin's home state 
of North Carolina. (During a 
March 15 press conference, 
the President called Ervin a 
"great constitutional lawyer.") 

Ervin continued: "If all the 
allegations (about Watergate 
and other political espionage) 
are true, we have to consider 
this was an assault on the in
tegrity of the · process by 
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which the . President · of the · 
United States Is chosen. 

"EverY, person-be he Re- ; 
: publican· or Democrat or Mug-' 
wump....should cooperate with.: 
the committee to.. try to deter-I 
mine the truth of these allega-1· 
tions ." · .. 

Ziegler's referehce to "leaks 
of tidal wave· proportions" 
from the Ervin committee was 
an apparent reference to wide
spread news reports of 41h: 
hours of sworn,. cl~sed-door ' 
testimony by convtcted Water-! 
gate conspirator . McCord last 

1week. · · 
I According · : to Senate 
· sources, McCord testified that 
he had been told that some of 
the President's top .White 
House and campaign aides had 
advance knowledge of the bug. 
in o eration. 

1e er also said yesterday: 
"We've always · said that we 
stand ready to cooperate and 
to work out a procedure , with 
he (Watergate} committee 
hich. we do not feel infringes 
n the doctrine of separation 

of powers. ... and it is time :to 
bring this entire procedure 
back into·the framework of or- , 
derlinesa, fairness and respect 
for the rights of individuals, 
and n:o press conference state
ment; no · TV appearance com
ment, and no use of overstated 
hetoric is going to do this." 

n a Sunday .television 
show, Sen. Lowell P. Weicker 
(R-Conn.), a member .of Water
gate committee, charged that 

, White House chief of staff H. 
R. (Bob) Haldeman probably 

l 
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had knowledge · of an ·overall 
esptona~e operation run by 
the President's rwlectioo 
committee: 
· Welcker said that it ls 

"absolutely necessary that Mr. 
.Haldeman testify before the 
select committee" to explaiD 
hia role. 

Weicker also said that nine 
· Republican and Democratic 
. critics of· the Nixon adminis
: tration on Capitol . Hill had 
; their offices placed under sur-
1 velllance last year by the prq. _ 
I ident's re-election committe 

I 
.. One of those critics; . Rep. 
Shirley Chisholm (D-N.Y.), ye.s-

1 
terday called the alle&ed sur
veillance "shocking. inane, 

\!i~~-?.ne of _the foulest acts of 

. In what she described as "a 
rare display of bipartisan con
gressional ,, · activity." . Mrs. 
Chisholm said that . she was 
lending . a membet" of her staff 
to Sen. W eicker to aasist him 
in his investigation of the 
Watergate espionage ... 

In U.S District Court ye• 
terday, Judge Charles R.: Ri
chey ordered McCord to ap-1 
pear for a deposition hearing 
today before · lawyers for _his , 
former empleyer, the . Commit, ; 
tee for the Re-election of the ! 
President. Last week, the com· j 

1 mittee subpoenaed ·· McCord, I 
ia former security . coordina- i 

. tor, as a witness in a civil suits i 
arising from the . June .. 17 bug-l~:1s~ of ~Democratic ~eadquar. 

I Kenneth W . . Parkinson, at
. torney for the' _committee, said 

. ... _ .. '." r-.·.:r: :· •... ·;<:···.: ·: .o · • ...-:;. ,.. .. 

that the , nm-reports of M~ m~nts . invobing innocent per- to appear . fot. questioning . and 
Cord's ·testimony-.'!·had ·. been sons." ·· . . ._ , ·· ·. ·· produce · their · . notes in\ the 
"bi,ghly damaging'~ and cited , When Nicholas McConnell; same . civil suit, rushed to the 
them as a primary -facto!," -in an associate · of Parkinson, courtroom lectern and told 
the committee's <fesire - to sought to introduc .e 29 pages Richey~. "We're . not- interested 
question McCord. . · · . · -. . of newspaper- articles ·. as evt- in running down sources." Mc-'i 

"It's all coming:: out,": said dence to . support the point, Connell later · told. a reporter 1 
Parkinson. I think -it's coming Judge Richey {' interrupted: he had made "a misstatement" 1 

from . the . Senate, from sena- "What . do leaks . have . to do about his intentiona; .. : ..... 
tors and may be coming. from with whether a · deposition · · Although McCord ~ was or• 
McCord's · ·counsel, Mr. ought to.be .taken tomorrow?" dered to appear foe questio& 
(Bernal'dYFensterwarcr. Thfln~ Discovering .the · sources of ing :at 10 a.m.; .his , attorneys 
~ormation is getting ouL It's news reports, McConnell re- told judge - Rickey that he 
time we should have-an o. ~por." spo .. nded, "would; be o_ne of .the "!ould refuse ~o answer qu .. , tunity to find out what is on pou~ts we'd be interested .m." tions · on Fifth-Amendment 

. McCord's mind; what is .moti= At that -moment; ... Parkinson , ~ounds until . th~ government , 
vating him · to make . these who last month . subpoenaed 10 grants him ' immunity from , 
kinds of outrageous '.· state- reporters and news executive$ further prosecution. · ., I 

----- ~--- - - .. . 
_______ .... ___ ·--- - ·--
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26. On April 4, 1973 Dean told Haldeman that his lawyers had met 

privately with the prosecutors. 
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APRIL 

From April 1 to 7, I was in San Clemente with the President. 
Despite Mr. Dean's statement that during that period he, under advice 
of counsel, endeavored to amid any contact with Haldeman, Ehrlich
man, or l\Iitchell-we talked on the phone daily. The main problem he 
seemed to have during that period was the continuing one with 
Mitchell regarding the discrepancy on the number of meetings. 

It is my understanding that Dean hired a lawyer, :Mr. Shaffer~ about 
March 30. He had indicated earlier that he might do this so he-and, 
through him, the Presidt>nt-eould consult an attorney familiar with 
criminal law on the implications of some of the concerns Dean was 
developing. He told me that his lawyer had told him he should not 
write anything down about the "\Vatergate case and, if he had written 
anything down, he should not show it to anyone and he should not talk 
to .Mitchell or Magruder. He did not mention to me that his lawyer 
had told him not to talk to me or Ehrlichman and he did, in fact, con
tinue to talk--to me, at least. c;He told me his lawyers had met privately with the U.S. attorneys 

April 4. He told me again on A:rril 7 that his lawyers had met with 
t e U.S. attorneys on April 6. This despite the fact that in his testi
mony he has said that lns lawyers were meeting with the prosecutors 
but this was unknown to Haldeman or Ehrlichman. -

He further said that the U.S. attorneys had told his lawyers-and 
he believed that this "·as the straight information because this was an 
eyeball-fo-eyeball meeting-that the U.S. attorneys were only inter
ested in the pre-June 17 facts. They had no concern with post-June 17. 
They only wanted Dean as a witness. They did not consider him a 
target of their investigation. They did not consider Haldeman as a 
target and probably would not even call him as a witness. Liddy had 
told them everything but his lawyers didn't know it; and Liddy com
pletely cleared the vVhite House; that is, in telling them everything, 
Liddy had confirmed that nobody in the VThite House had had any 
involvement. 

1Ve returned to lVashington on April 8. During that week Ehrlich
man continued his investigation-and on Saturday the 14th reported 
his conclusions to the President in the form of a verbal statement of 
his theory of the case based on all of the information he had acquired
still. of necessity, mostly by hearsay. 

There were several meetings with Dean that week and I recall a 
continuing concern on Dean's part regarding the discrepancy with 
:Mitchell and the planning meetings. I don't recall any major changes 
in Dean's view of the facts from what he had reported on the phone 
earlier. 

By the end of the week both Dean and Ehrlichman had come to the 
view that :Mitchell had approved the 'Watergate plan and there was 
some discussion that, if that were the fact. and if ::\Iitchell decided 
to step forward and say so, it would be a major step in dl'aring up the 
\Vatergate mystery. This was not discussed in any context of asking 
Mitchell to do this as a scirnP!.roat or to din>rt attl'ntion from others
but as a major step in bringfng out tlw truth. 

Over the Wt'ekend, both ::\fog-ruder and Den.n met with the U.S. 
attorneys in priYate sessions and gin-e their full accounts of t.lw "\Yater-
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27. On April 5, 1973 L. Patrick Gray called the President and 

requested that his nomination as permanent Director of the FBI be with

drawn. According to Gray, the President told him that this was a 

bitter thing to have happened to Gray and there would be a place for 

Gray in the Nixon administration • . The President informed Gray that 

he wanted him to serve as Acting FBI Director un~il a successor was 

confirmed. In a public statement issued by the President on April 5, 

1973 announcing the withdrawal of Gray's name, the President praised 

Gray and stated that hia compliance with Dean's completely proper 

and necessary request for FBI reports exposed Gray to totally unfair 

innuendo and suspicion. 
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year I had in the Federal Bureau of Investigation, of any tendency 
toward a national police force, I saw just the opposite. 

Senator BAKER. Well, Mr. Gray, I think that is very helpful and 
I am sure we will have an opportunity to discuss that both in the 
public forum and private conversations as legislators in the future, but 
I think your suggestions are well taken and I think they will in fact 
be taken into account. 

Thank you, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. Senator "\Veicker. . 
Senator "\VEICKER. Now, Mr. Gray, this is the end so far as my 

questioning is concerned, but there is one loose end I think I want to 
pursue. 

This morning I read to you the President's statement of April 30 
wherein he says: 

As a result on ':\larch 21 I personally assumed the responsibility for coordinat
ing intensive new inquiries into the matter and I personally ordered those con
ducting the investigations to get all of .the tacts and to report them directly 
to me right here in this -office. 

I asked you whether or not you had received such an order from 
the President at that time and you indicated "No." 

Mr. GRAY. That is correct, Senator Weicker. 
Senator ,VEICKER. No,v, just so if any responses come in the future 

from Yarious and sundry parties that we put them in the proper con
text, it could be interpreted the reason why you received no such order 
was a lack of confidence in you. It could be mterpreted that way. I am 
not saying that is the case but it could be interpreted that way. 

Do you ham any knowledge that there was a lack of confidence, a 
lack of faith in you at this time, March 21, on the part of the President 
of the United States 1 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir. As a matter of fact, I received a call from the 
P1·csident on )larch 2:~ wherein, among other thin~. he told me there 
would always be a place for me in the Nixon administration. 

n Senator "\VEICKER. Now, I would like to get to the onelost end here. 
-ou had another conversation with the President of the United States, 
s I understand it, on April 5. Could you recount to this committee 
he nature of that phone conversation 1 

In order that we might shorten up here, as I understand it, on April 
4, it was suggested to you, and you may want to make further comment, 
you withdrew your nomination on that day or the next day. On April 
5, it was indicated to you bv the Attorney General, )fr. Kleindienst; 
that you woulp be. allowed to withdraw your name and ~hat the "\Vhite 
House was expectmg a call. So w!th that background, if you want to 
add to that background, please do. 

Mr. GRAY. I called the President that evening after I had met with 
the assistant dirrctors of the FBI at 5 p.m .. to tell them I was ,!!Oing 
to request the President to withdraw my n6mination. And I called the 
Pr(lsident and I told him that it was obvious that I did not have the 
,·otes and that the nomination would not come out of the committee 
and I thou!!'ht that the best thing t.lrnt I could do would be to request 
him to withdraw mv nomination and he told me that this was a. and 
these am not his exact words, I know that, but the thought is here, 
that this was a bitter thing to have happened to me. there will be an-
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other time to fight our enemies, and he again said, "l ;im q1.1ite positive 
the.'re will be a place for you in the Nixon administration,''. and l be
lieve that l read to him my letter requesting that my nomination be 

L 
withdrawn in which l said to him that 1 would be perfectly willing 
to serve should it be his desire w1til my successor would be named and 
continued and the Presid. ent said to me, ·· l will want you to do just 
that." And l did; I remained there until April 26, Apnl 27, actua!ly. 

Senator ·WEICK.ER. So that at least insofar as up to April 5 was con
cerned you had firsthand knowledge expressed, firsthand knowledge 
oi the President's contidence in you insofar as the President himself 
expressed it to you? 

l\lr. u-RAY. ): es, sir; because I am quite certain I read to him that 
paragraph in my letter where l said l would remain "shouldyou desire 
until a successor is nominated and confirmed." 

· 8enator "\VEICKER. l\ow, lastly, .Mr. Gray, as far as I am concerned, 
this trail started with a phone call to me from you on April 17 in the 
morning around 9 o'clock, where you indicated that the lid was going 
to blow off-and starting at that moment in time through our meetings 
on the 25th, 26th, and subsequent days, slowly but surely you told a 
complete story to me, to the committee staff, and to the committee and 
I believe here to this committee today. 

And probably nobody has more right to wonder why the story was 
so slow in commg, anct in some instances was incort-ect, than l ha ,,e 
because you told 1t to me first. But I think at least I would like to go 
on record in saying that at each point along the way more truth came 
from you, earlier, even though it might not have been the whole truth, 
more truth came out earlier than from any other person that I en
com1tered in this town. I think a good example of that, because I do 
want to try to relate something in the peoples' mind that happened 
right here before this committee. We all tatk about the July 6 phone 
conversation with the President. I remember hearing that at 7 :30 in 
the morning on the morning of May 10. General "\Valt.ers, of course, 
gave it in t~stimony before, I believe, the Armed Services Committee 
on May 18. The first we learned from the President was on ~lay 22. I 
just use that as a simple example to the many matters that you and I 
discussed. 

So certainly, I :for one, am deeply appreciative of what must have 
been a very difficult role and nobody is exonerating anybody else, and 
vou have admitted to this committee vourself as to the burdens that 
5·ou have to bear. But at least, as an end to my particular question
ing, I notice that a minute ago you commented maybe the agents were 
overawed by those they had to go ahead and interview. Of course, 
I suppose my question to you, Pat, is; were you overawed by the men, 
the institution of Government that you worked fod 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know that I was overawed but I certainly had a 
\'ery-well, the only way to classify it-deep and abiding respect built 
up over the ymus for the Office of the Presidency and knowing and 
feeling in my own mind that no matter who comes into that Office he 
always rises to the burdens of that Office and that the individuals in 
it, in my judgment and in my book, have ahvays been aborn and beyond 
reproach nnd perhaps with thnt in mind, Senator ,veicker, you could 
say yes, that I was overawed, but I believed and I trusted and I think 
I had every reason to believe and to trust and at no time did I ever 
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PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: RICHARD NIXON, 1973 335 . 

From April to September 1970, Mr. Bomar was a part
ner in the Encino, Calif., real estate consulting firm of 
Armur Associates. He was vice president of the Larwin 
Group, Inc., a real estate development and financial firm 
in Beverly Hills, Calif., from 1967 to 1970. From 1961 
to 1967, he was with the Security Pacific National Bank 
in Los Angeles, Calif., where he was assistant vice presi
dent and commercial and real estate lending officer. 

He was born in Sherman, Tex., on July 16, 1937. Mr. 
Bomar attended Glendale College and received his B.S. 
from California State University at Northridge in 1960 
and his M.B.A. from the University of California at Los 
Angeles in 1961. 

Mr. Bomar is married and has two children. The 
Bomars reside in Potomac, Md. 

NOTE: The announcement was released at San Clemente, Calif. 

Boards of Visitors to the 
Service Academies 

Announcement of Appointment of Six Members 
of the Boards of Visitors. April 5, 1973 

The President today announced the appointment of 
six persons to be members of the Boards of Visitors to the 
Service Academies, for terms expiring December 30, 1975. 
Board of Visitors to the U.S. Air Forca Academy 

BRIG. GEN. ROBERT F. McDERMOTT (USAF, Ret.), of San Antonio, 
Tex., president, United Services Automobile Association, and 
permanent dean of faculty, U.S. Air Force Academy. He suc
ceeds Kenneth Dahlberg, whose term has expired. 

CHURCHILL T. WILLIAMS, of Oelwein, Iowa, president, Oelwein 
State Bank. He succeeds James Reynolds, whose term has 
expired. 

Board of Visitors to the U.S. Naval Academy 

LT. GEN. VICTOR H. KRULAK (USMC, Ret.), of San Diego, Calif., 
vice president, Copley News Service. He succeeds H. Ross Perot, 
whose term has expired. 

ADM. HARRY D. FELT (USN, Ret.), of Honolulu, Hawaii, business 
consultant. He succeeds John McMullen, whose term has 
expired. 

Board of Visitors to the U.S. M11itary Academy 

GEN. LEIF J. SvERDRUP (USA, Ret.), of St. Louis, Mo., senior part
ner, Sverdrup & Parcel, and president, Sverdrup & .Parcel Over
seas, Inc. General Sverdrup is being reappointed. 

MAJ. GEN. GEORGE OLMSTED (USAR, Ret.), of Arlington, Va., 
chairman and president, International Bank of Washington. He 
succeeds Louis Vincenti, whose term has expired. 

The purpose of the boards is to inquire into the morale 
and discipline, the curriculum, instruction, physical 
equipment, fiscal affairs, academic methods, and any 
other matters relating to the Academies which they choose 
to consider. All three boards consist of six members serving 
terms of 3 years. 

NOTE: The announcement was released at San Clemente, Calif. 

Director of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation 

Statement by the President on His Intention To 
Withdraw the Nomination of L. Patrick Gray 111, 

r. Gray's Request. April 5, 1973 

Pat Gray is an able, honest, and dedicated American. 
Because I asked my counsel, John Dean, to conduct 

a thorough investigation of alleged involvement in the 
Watergate episode, Director Gray was asked to make FBI 
reports available to Mr. Dean. His compliance with this 
completely proper .and necessary request exposed Mr. 
Gray to totally unfair innuendo and suspicion, and 
thereby serious! y tarnished his fine record as Acting Direc
tor and promising future at the Bureau. 

In view of the action of the Senate Judiciary Commit
tee today, it is obvious that Mr. Gray's nomination will 
not be confirmed by the Senate. Mr. Gray has asked that 
I withdraw his nomination. In fairness to Mr. Gray, and 
out of my overriding concern for the effective conduct 
of the vitally important busines., of the FBI, I have re
gretfully agreed to withdraw Mr. Gray's nomination. 

I have asked Mr. Gray to remain Acting Director until 
a new nominee is confirmed. 

NOTE: The statement was released at San Clemente, Calif. 

Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 

Following is a listing of items of general interest which 
were announced to the press during the period covered 
by this issue but which are not carried elsewhere in the 
issue. Appointm ... 11ts requiring Senate approval arc not 
included since they appear in the list of nominations 
submitted to the Senate, below. 

March 31 
The President and Mrs. Nixon attended the wedding of 

Cheri Fisher and Richard Ryan in Van Nuys, Calif. 
Mr. Ryan is Mrs. Nixon's nephew. 

The President today accepted with regret the resigna
tion of Vice Adm. John M. Lee as Assistant Director of 
the United States Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency, effective April I, 1973. 

. April 2 
The President and Mrs. Nixon hosted a dinner at their 

residence in San Clemente for South Vietnamese Presi
dent Nguyen Van Thieu and Mrs. Thieu. 

Volume 9--Numbor 14 
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28. On April 5, 1973 John Ehrlichman met in San Clemente, California 

with Paul O'Brien. According to Ehrlichman, O'Brien had asked to meet 

with H. R. Haldeman to transmit some information to the President. 

According to Ehrlichman's testimony and notes, O'Brien told him that 

he had obtained information from Jeb Magruder and others concerning, 

among other things, Magruder's and Mitchell's involvement in meetings 

in which the Liddy Plan for electronic surveillance with a budget of 

$100,000 to $250,000 was outlined; Magruder's testimony concerning the 

number of meetings among John Mitchell, Gordon Liddy, John Dean and 

Magruder; Magruder's claim that Charles Colson called him urging that 

the program go forward; Magruder's claim that Gordon Strachan came to 

him and said the President wants this project to go on; payments that 

had been made to the defendants and their attorneys; and possible 

offers or commitments regarding executive clemency to Liddy, Howard 

Hunt and James McCord. O'Brien told Ehrlichman that neither Magruder 

nor Mitchell were inevitably hung and that Dean was the key problem. 

Ehrlichman's notes also state "must close ranks," "JNM will tough it 

out," "H must bring Jeb up short" and, written below "Jeb," "shut up" 

and "stop seeing people." After this meeting Ehrlichman met with the 

President. Ehrlichman has testified that he reported to the President 

after he had talked to O'Brien. 
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28.1 JOHN EHRLICHMAN LOG3 APRIL 61 1973 

THURSDAY, APRIL 5, 1973 

[8-l0:30 Paul O'Brien 
11 00 -·-·--~-,. 

: ll:30~nde=:.t 
3:00 _ .J?...re::;ident 

4:00 . Judge Matthew Byrne 

FRIDAY, APRIL 6, 1973 

10:30 Bebe Rebozo 

11:00_~~~-_.::P~r~e::.:sident 
11:30 . Herb Kalmbach {parking lot ,of Bank. of Americc:. .. . 

· San Clemente) 
1:00 · Ted Ashley (Warner Brothers) 
1 :15-1 :45 President 

1:4!§:oo ._· ___ !;p¥-eJsH:iefi:IlCh with Ashley . 
7:00 Baseball game with the President --Anaheim 

' ·•. 

i/ SUNPAY, APRIL 8, 1973 

J 

8:30 
9:00 

, ·-Helicopter from Palomar 
Depart El Toro 

4:30 Arrive Andrews 
5~7 HRH, John Dean 

--,.I.~--:-----

MONDAY, APRIL 9, 1973 

10:30 Secretary Shultz' office - Stein, Ash, Flanigan 

12 :30 Lunch with A'G, - at Justice 
2-2 :45 ..:_.._-.-_ __.,;e..__r es id ent 

6:30 . Blair House - Senators Ervin, Baker 

/ TUESDAY, APRIL 10, 1973 
t,, 

8:30 Bipartisan Leadership 
10:15 Le_n Garment, Zieglar 
11:15 ______ Ziegler, _HRH 
12 :45-2 President 
2:20 M::-. Luc -~ (Con :Sd), :Marshall 1'/lcDo:i.alci. (Florida. Po'-..,·er 

3:00 
3:15 
5:00 

35-904 0 - 74 - pt. 1 - 33 

· and Ligh:) 
F.RH -----
Join~d by De;:,.n 
Lar1. Gai~{f-

(509) 



28.2~ ., JOHN:EHRLICHllAN'TESTIMONY; 'JULY 27~ "1'973~···7 'SSC,2~2~-36., 2751 · 

FRIDAY, JULY 27, 1973 

u.s. SENATE, 
SELECT Co~IMITI'EE ON 

PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN AcTIVITIES, 
W (},/Jhington, D.O. 

The Select Committee met, pursuant to recess, a~ 10.:05 a.m., in 
room 318, Russell Senate Office Building, Senator Sam J. Ervin, Jr. 
(chairman), presiding. · · 

Present: Senators Ervin, Talmadge, Inouye, Montoya, Baker, 
Gurney, and Weicker. 

Also present = Samuel Dash, chief counsel and staff director; Fred 
D. Thompson, minority counsel; Rufus L. Edmist_en, deputy chief 
counsel: Arthur S. Miller, chief consultant; Jed Johnson, consultant; 
David :M. Dorsen, James Hamilton, and Terry F. Lenzner, assistant 
chief counsels; R. Phillip Haire. Marc Lackritz, ·william T. l\Iayton, 
Ronald D. Rotunda, and Barry Schochet, assistant majority counsels; 
Eugene Boyce, hearings record counsel; Donald G. Sanders, deputy 
minority counsel; Howard S. Liebengood, H. William Shure, and 
Robert Silverstein, assistant minority counsels; Pauline 0. Dement, 
research assistant; Eiler Ravnholt, office of Senator Inouve; Robert 
Baca, office of Senator Montoya; Ron Mc:Mahan, assistant ·to Senator 
Baker; A. Searle Field, assistant to Senator 1Veicker; John Walz, 
publications clerk. 

Senator ERVIN. Senator Inouye, will you resume your examination 
of the witness. 

Senator INOUYE. Thank you very much. . r" Mr. Ehrlichman, when we recessed yesterday we were discussing 
your interviews as part of the inquiry made in behalf of the President, 
and in response to one of my questions you indicated that you had dis
cussed or talked with Mr. O'Brien, Mr. Kalmbach, Mr. Dean, Mr. 
l\fitchell, and again with Mr. Strachan, and you have indicated that 
you had maintained interview notes. 

TESTIMONY OF JOHN EHRLICHMAN-Resumed 

Mr. EHRLICH~IAN. Of !'lome of those, Senator. and I ne~lected to 
say I also talked to 1'fr. Kro~h because of somethin~ that came up in 
the course of these interviews that I wanted to inquire about, so he 
would be an additional individual that I talked to. 

Senator INOUYE. We have no notes on Mr. Kalmbach. }fr. Dean. )fr. 
Mitchell. and Mr. Strachan. Is there anv reason for this? 

Mr. EHRLTCHMA:N. You should have. There are notes for Strachan 
and DPan. There are no notes for mv talk with either-for mv talk 
with Mr. Kalmbach. We did turn over to the committee staff thE> 
transcript of mv inter-dew wit.h Mr. :MitchPll which is a very. very 
poor one. It is not ,·er.' helpful. It is ,·ery sketchy. 
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Sena.tor INOUYE. Mr. Dash, do we have the copies of the Kalmbach, 
Dean, Mitchell, and Strachan--·- . 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. There are no Kalmbach notes, Senator. There are 
Dean and Strachan notes. The notes that I have here are O'Brien. 
Dean, Colson, Magruder, and Strachan. 
' Mr. DASH. Senator Inouye, whatever you have, is what we received. 
In other words, that was intact, delivered to us in that form, and we 
have no other notes. 

Senator ERVIN. Let the reporter assign it the appropriate exhibit 
number. · 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 98.*] 
Senator INOUYE. Then we have here, Mr. Ehrlichman, one Strachan 

and you had two Strachan meetings. 
Mr. EHRLICH:MAN. There are only notes for one. 
Senator INOUYE. We have a Reisner meeting. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No. I think that is actually the-that is the Dean 

meeting, J. D. is up in the corner of it. That is the Dean meeting on 
April 13 at 3 p.m. 

Senator INOUYE. Then, we have an O'Brien meeting. 
Mr. EHRLICRMAN. Yes. 
'Senator INOUYE. And Colson and Shapiro. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Right. 
Senator INOUYE. And Magruder. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Correct. That is it. 
Senator INOUYE. We have no Mitchell. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No; you have the transcription of two tapes, 

Mitchell and Magruder, that ate both very, very hard to read, hard to 
understand because the tapes are hard to understand. You also have 
the tapes themselves, and they are for whatever they are worth. I do 
not think you can make much from them. 

Senator 
0

!NOUYE. I received these notes early this morning, l\fr. 
Ehrlichman, and I must confess that I find it very difficult to under
stafld your hieroglyphics here. 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Sure, right. 
1Senator INOUYE. So, if I may ask you, whenever the initial "H" 

appears, is that for Mr. Haldemaii? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Notnecessarilv. You would have to take it in the 

context. Senator, that could also be.Hunt in some cases here, although 
I used the double "H" for Hunt on occasion. 

Senator INOUYE. JNM is John Mitchell? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes. sir. 
Senator INOUYE. And jSM is Magruder? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator INOUYE.Lor LD or LID is Liddv i . 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, LID is certainly Liddy, and I do not re-

call-yes, I have used L also for Liddv in the Magmder notes. 
Senator INOUYE. And K or EK for Krogh? 
•l\fr. EHRLICH~rAN. I believe so, yes. · 
Senator INOUYE. And CC for Colson~ 
Mr . EnRLICHMAN. Yes . 

. Senator Ixoun:. Now, there is a Greek symbo1. the symbol pi. who 
IS that? 

• Si>e P- 2915. 
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Mr. EHRLICHMAN. That is the President. 
Senator INOUYE. That is the President of the 17 nited States? 

fl_aughter.] 
11 we may, may we begin with your meeting with lfr. O'Brien 1 
Mr. EHRLICHM.AN. Yes, sir. 
Senator INOUYE. At San Clemente. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Right. 
Senator INOUYE. Please tell us what transpir.ed. 
Mr .. EHRLICHMAN. All right, sir. The circumstances of this meet

ing were that Mr. O'Brien indicated that he had some information 
that he felt the President should have. He called and asked for an 
appointment with Mr. Haldeman. In view of the fact that 4 or 5 
days previously the President had asked me to get into this, he was 
referred to me. We met in my office at San Clemente, and he began 
to tell me about what he believed would be Mr. l\fa?:ntder's testimony~ 
o~ in the upper right corner you will see that he told me that the pur
pose of his being on the coast was to see Herb Kalmbach in connection 
with some of the civil litigation which Mr. O'Brien was handling for 
the Committee To Re-Elect. 

Senator INOUYE. And this happened on April 5 ! 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. April 5 at 10 in the mornin~; yes, sir. 
He said that there had been four meetings which led up to the 

Watergate break-in, and you will see the meetings were referred to 
by numbers with circles around them. We start with No. 1, which is 
actually the fourth one that he described to me, which was a. meeting 
between Liddy, Dean, and Mitchell in the AttorneVGeneral's office 
in November. He said that Mr. Mitchell-- -

Senator INOUYE.November of what year, sir~ 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. That would have been 1971. That was a. meeting 

which l\Ir. Mitchell apparently did not recall, which was held for the 
purPOse of Mr. Dean introducing Lidd V to :Mitchen. -

The second meeting appears in the date notebooks of various parties, 
and that was a meeting between Dean, Liddy, and Ma~uder for the 

" purpose of introducing Liddy to Magruder, and that was held on 
January 27, 1972. · 

There was a subseouent meeting ori Febntary 4 involving Dean, 
Liddv. )fa!!l'uder, and l\Iitchell. He said that the third meeting was 
"canceled." that is tosa:v, the parties agreed that it would be described 
as a meetin~ that had been canceled, and then he refers later on to 
the construction of that storv or that rersion. 

He said that ,John Deari. and bear this in mind now-is hearsa.v 
twice removed, this is l\:Iagntder telling O'Brien, telling me, he said 
that l\Iagruder said that Dean kept Haldeman advised by memo of all 
of these meetings. Actnall;v. there were four meetings. and then he 
starts through a,g-ain. The first meeting in November which I have 
described, he said there was actuallv a third meetinl! which was not 
nnv of these that I have heretofore described. where a $1 million budget 
was proposed by Liddv. Everyone at the meeting agreed that that 
hndget would not be adopted. 

Senator IxoUYE. Did hP sav for what reason? 
1\fr. EnRLICHl\L\N. I didn't ask him. I don't helie,·e at that point. 
Senator Ixoun. ,vas it because of the price tag alone? _ 
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Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I don't know, Senator, from this conversation. 
He didn't say. 

He said that between meetings No. 3 and No. 4. Mr. Colson phoned 
twice to Jeb Magruder. 

Now, in parentheses I have only according to ,Jeb, which indicated 
what Mr. O'Brien told me that this was, the only person he had ever 
heard this from was Magruder urizing that this program go forward. 
Now I have the notation "Not price," and I don't know what that 
refers to. That does not jog my recollection at all. 

He said that Liddy had a commitment from Krogh, that Hunt had 
a commitment from Colson, and these commitments, I took it, related 
to Executive clemency. That was the context ,in which that comment 
was made. 

Senator INOUYE. Liddy had a commitment from Krogh~ · 
~fr. Emu.rcHMA..-..r. Yes, sir. 
_Senator INOUYE. That he could receive Executive clemencyi 
M~ EHRLICHMAN. That was what Mr. O'Brien said that Mr. 

Magruder had told him. 
Senator !Noun. And Mr. Hunt said that he had a commitment 

from Mr. Chuck Colson~ 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No; I am not saying that Hunt said that. Bea.r 

in mind this is Magruder speaking t,:> O'Brien now. Because of this 
as.5ertion, I did contact Krogh later on to determine when he had had 
contacts with Liddy and to try to either verify this or set it aside. 

•Parenthetically, circumstances indicated that he had had no contact 
either direct ·or indirect with Liddy and so the-it was not borne out 
by anything that I could find collaterally in the time in which I 
worked . 
. He said that. He said at the fourth meeting Dean arrived· 1ate, 

Magruder, Dean, Liddy, and Mitchell attended the meeting. There 
was an intelligence budget of $200,000-$250,000. Dean said to Liddy 
that he, Dean, would have nothing further to do with this. I asked 
him about charts and he said the charts did exist, and the reason I 
asked him, of course, is that there was something in the press at this 
time about the existence of a set of charts. He said that the code name 
"Gemstone" was used, that that term was not translated into what 
it really stood for at this meeting. The party, he said, apparently 
didn't know, or that is what Magrnder told him. I said, "Was bugging 
involved 1" and he said, "Yes, bugging was one of the methods in
volved." It also involved counteractivities at the convention. 

Then-.-
Senator INOUYE. Do you know what the $1 million budget involved 1 · 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. He didn't tell me. This characterization at the 

bottom of the first page referred, so far as I can recall, to the $200,000-
$'250,000 budget. 

He told me that there was a second intelligence operation at the 
Committee To Re-Elect which was not involved in this series of four 
meetings. This involved a cab driver who volunteered at the Mus1.ie 
headquarters. He had been recruited bv a friend of Ken Rietz who 
was a former FBI man in Tennessee, ·and he went into the :Muskie 
headquarters and volunteered and became Senator :Muskie's chauffeur 
and a friend of the family, and went to )Iuskie's house for dinner, and 
soon began carrying all of the Senator's mail ha.ck and forth. 
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Senator INOUYE. J\..nd he photographed all the mail i 
:Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes; he photographed all of the mail. 
Senator IxouYE. 'Who is this friend of Ken Rietz1 
1'Ir. EHRLICHMAN. The FBI man 1 I don't know. I don't have his 

name but lllpparently your staff should because when the Senate staff 
was looking for someone for this committee staff, he was approached, 
and so it shouldn't be too hard to find out who that was. He declined 
the employment apparently. [Laughter.] . 

One of the pieces of mail apparently was printed in Evans and . 
X ovak and so ernrybody in the )Iuskie organization was ques
tioned about it except the chauffeur, and the chauffeur was a volun
teer, he was paid nothing. Eventually he was transferred from Rietz 
t-0 Howard Hunt·for purposes of management and reporting. 

Then I have a notation that Rietz became worried at some point 
about cash funds, and I believe that refers back to this business . of the 
transfer. In other words, Rietz didn't like what he saw about cash in 
the organization and he wanted out and at that point he discontinued 
any connection with this kind of activity and HO\vard Hunt took it 
over. · 
· I have a note :Magruder was pushing, and I think what that refers 

to is a statement that Magruder was pushing generally for intelligence 
information. 

He told me that Magruder told him that there had been an entry 
into the Democratic headquarters in May anrl that a bug had been 
planted, that he was satisfied that neither Dean nor :Mitchell had 
knowledge of either the May or June break-in but that Mr. )Iagruder 
did. \. . 

Then he mentioned that he had been caught-no, I think this is 
l\fr. O'Brien speaking for himself. He was advising caution with 
regard to John Dean's objectivity, in the advice he might be giving 

· the President in this matter. 
Senator INOUYE . ,Vho is Hofgren i . 
M:r. EHRLICH:}IA).. Hofgren is Daniel Hofgren and that name relates 

to the note that I will come to farther down on the page. 
Mr. O'Brien said that )fagruder reaches Strachan, Haldeman, Col

son, and the President in his story. I said, "How does :Magruder reach 
the President?" 

And he said in this circumstance, )fagruder fired Gordon Liddy, he 
will say, Gordon Liddy went to Gordon Strachan and Gordon 
Strachan came to :\-Iagruder and said. ")fove him back/' that is, this is 
Strachan talking to :Magruder saying, ":Move Liddv back. The Presi-
dent wants this project to go on." · • · 

I said, "Is there any other way that this reaches the President?" 
And he said , "Not that I know of." 
Now, he said, ';According to )Ir. Hbfgren. Mr. )fagruders wife was 

indicating to three friends apparently that there was a possibilitv that. 
Mr. Magruder would be indicted and that he was planning to lea,-e the 
Go,·en1ment." 

And that is the reference to Hofgren at the top of the page. 
Now, Mr. O'Brien sa.id that neither l\fagruder nor :\litchell in his. 

O'Brien's opinion, were ine,·itably hung in ~this cnse by the c\·idt:>nee ns 
he understood it at that point. He said, "Frankly, John Dean is the key 
problem." . 
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Mr. O'Brien was concerned about the post-Water~ate situation and 
about the handling of money and then he began telling me about this 

· money situation which concerned him. He told me about Mr. Rivers, 
:\Ir. Kalmbach's man who delivered $25,000 in cash to Attorney 
Bittman by leaving it in a phone booth, and I said, ""\Vhat became of 
the money1" 

And he said, "I believe it was deposited to their firm account." He 
said, "There has been obstruction of justice," in his opinion. I asked 
him to define .what he meant by that. He said that a. defendant in a 
criminal.case is also a. witness, and the purpose of giving money to 
such a. defendant becomes very important. It is OK if one gives them· 
attorneys fees and defense funds or possibly even subsistence but not 
consideration t.o not talk, in other words, the quid pro quo of silence. 

Then he sa.id, "Money flowed to Howard Hunt; in turn to Howard 
Hunt 's wife, and then in turn, $19,000 to Mr. McCord, which in turn 
went to '.McCord's attorney." 

And this was an example that he was citing t.o me. 
He said, Tuesday of this week, meaning the week of the- 5th, that 

McCord was. going to present a. Jetter to the court which implicated 
Attorney Parkinson. He quoted McCord as saying this letter is a lie 
\mt I am going to get these bastards. He felt that having said that to 

' the attorneys in the case that that comment was privileged but ap
parently McCord got cold feet. He stood up to deliver the letter against 
Parkinson in court but then he sat down without doing so. 

Then he characterizes Mr. McCord, Mr. O'Brien does, in the adjec
tives that you see there in the exhibit. 

He said later and I don't know what later-I kilow what later 
refers to, I was interrupted in this meeting, and went out, I believe, 
to take a phone call and came back. He said that Mrs. Hunt had writ
ten a memo which named Bittman and Parkinson as involved in the 
money business. That there is a memo from Parkinson to Dean to 
LaRue. The memo went to La.Rue because LaRue was responsible for 
obtaining the funds for this purpose. . 

Just before Howard Hunt was sentenced, which wonld have been in 
:March, as I recall, although it doesn't say so here, Bittman phoned 
O'Brien who, in turn passed a messai?e to Dean, Mitchell, and LaRue 
that Hunt was making a demand for $70,000. 

Then he said in his opinion the attorney-client privileae will not 
cover meetings he was in or anv conspiracy that he was in, and that 
refers to ,Tohn Dean. and then he mentioned to me that Dean's attor
ney is Mr. Hogan. That Dean is represented and that he is actively 
counseli!lg with an attorney. . . 

He said that two blocks of money were delivered bv Ur. Mitchell , 
I take it, not personally bnt by the campaign to 'Mr. Haldeman. 

Senator INOUYE. How manv dollars? 
:\Ir. EHRLICHMAN. I don't know and I don't think he knew. I believe 

I asked him. 
Senator INOUYE. Was this in cash 1 
Mr . EmtLICHMAN. I don't know that Pit.her. He just said that he

because I was pressing him for any 'White House involvement and 
all throu!!h these interviews, Senator, that was the key question all 
the way through. 
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He said the night of the Watergate break-in, Sloan and Stans took 
cash home amounting to about $81,000 which they returned the next 
day. This was given to LaRue on advice of Mardian and this money · 
was used for subsistence for the def end ants. He said Mr. La Rue has 
$100,000 now, $81,000 of which he has held since that time, since, for 
the past 11 months. . . 

Sloan said to O'Brien that $1 million to $2 million in cash had 
come in. Stans reported that it was about $1,700,000, which included 
$275,000 that had gone to Kalmbach and $350,000 sum which had gone 
to the White House. He said, l\Ir. O'Brien said, that one sheet of 
paper exists with an accounting of this $1,700,000 on it, and three 
people know where that accounting is. 

Sena.tor INOUYE. Who are the three people 1 . 
Mr. EHRLICJDUN. I will come to that later on in the accounts. I 

think I had better take this seriatim, if you don~ mind, to explain 
the hieroglyphics as we go along. 

He said as far as his reputation was concerned that Mr. Stans was 
"done" but that he, O'Brien, did not foresee that Mr. Stans would be 
indicted. He is not guilty of any perjury, he had been very foxy in the 
statements which he had made, that if he could spend a week with 
Mr. Kalmbach and could get their accounts straightened out, he didn't 
foresee that there would be any liability in Mr. Stans. 

Then we talked about the civil suits. There were two. The Demo
cratic suit and the Common Cause suit. He felt if the Committee To 
Re-Elect would only file with the Congress an accounting of all con.,. 
tributions that the Common Cause lawsuit could be mooted. It would 
take somewhere between 2 weeks and 6 months t-0 get those accounts 
in shape and he didn't know just how lon~ it would take. He said that 
Mr. Stans was extremely opposed to doing this because this would 
break faith with the contributors who had contributed anonymously. 
He said if we didn't do this, he said, "I am satisfied we are going to 
lose the case." · 

In the Democratic National Committee suit, settlement negotiations 
were underway because Larry O'Brien was now on the payroll of 
Dwayne Andreas. Mr. Andreas held his future-Mr. O'Brien as long 
as the countersuits existed couldn't get credit, couldn't buy a house, 
Robert Strauss wants to settle the case, Mr. Mitchell met with Strauss 
the previous day. The number that was being kicked around was a 
$500,000 settlement and he said there are $5 million available in the 
Committee To Re-Elect treasurv to make that settlement. 

Howard Hunt was a prime-Howard Hunt was a prime contact for 
Segretti according to Mr. O'Brien and I don't know what his source 
for this information is. I think we have gone out: of the 'Magruder part 
of the source business now. That Hunt supplied a Florida printer to 
three key Segretti men, one a man named Norton in Los Angeles and 
one from Tampa and another from Florida whose names he didn't 
know. These three men performed dirty tricks. 

Senator Ixoun. What were the dirty trich.-s 1 
1Ir. EHRLIC:H)UN. Well. the only one I haw a note of is generator 

of Canuck letter and pres1imably he meant by that that either Segretti 
or one of these three people ,,ere the generator of that letter. What his 

(516) 



28.2 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMONY, JULY 27, 1973, 1·ssc 2729-36, 2751 

2736 

source ,jg for that I do not know. I asked him about Dwight Chapin's 
involvement in this. He said, "1Vell, Chapin will take a bath/' by which 
he meant his reputation of his good repute will be affected. He said 
someone is working newsmen for more favorable stories, and his 
source of information on that was a reporter named La.sky who told 
him that this was going on. 

He said that Chapin had had a lot of Segretti contact. He said 
Segretti had an immediate worry which wasthat he had received these 
payments of cash as you see here in the exhibit totaling $40,000, by 
April 15 he was going to have to pay his income tax, he needed guid
ance from somebody as to how to show that money as income or not, 
and he lacked money to pay his taxes. 

He said he has the problem of how one describes his busine~ and 
how to deduct a business expense under those circumstances. 

He said that 'Mr .. Segretti had kept a very complete diary in which 
he had cataloged all of his expenses. 

He then told me about Mr. Fensterwald, who was an attorney repre
senting McCord. He said that Mr. Alch wanted out as •lfoCord's 
attorney. JfoCord mid done some things which Alch did not approve 
of such as phoning the Embassies of Chile and Israel with the thought 
they were tapped so he could be dismissed from the Government's 
actions against him. McCord also had sent an unsigned letter to Jack 
Caulfield which Mr. O'Brien described as sick; which related t.o the 
CIA and Mr. Helms and so forth. 

He said that Caulfield had taken the letter t.o Mr. Dean. Caul.field 

Li
ad seen McCord three times. I asked him whether Caulfield had made 
y offers to ')fo<sord. He ·said he didn't lmow. He thought pe.rha:ps 
had offered clemency but he -thought also this would. be su_ sceptihle 
proof because McCord very well may have taDped it. 

Sena.tor ERVIN. I hate to interrupt the proceedings •but there is a 
vote on in the Senate and members of the committee have t.o go 
perform their senatorial duties. 

fRecess.] . · 
Senator BAKER (presiding]. The chairman has been temporarily 

detained and he asked me to recommence the hearings and to permit 
Senator Inouye to continue with his examination. 

Senator L'l'OUYE. ,}fr. Chairman, I know my time has expired but I 
wanted the committee to know that my line of questioning was a. very 
simple one. I just wanted the committee to be a.ware of the symbols 
in your notes and to betfor understand the interview notes. 

Mr. EJrnLICHM.AN. Senator, on that, there is a ~nd of a personal 
shorthand tha;t runs through there of a. few Greek letters which I will 
beg-lad to ~ive a Rosetta stone to the staff, if they need it. 

Senator INOUYE. Will you provide us with your transcript of the 
meeting with Mr. Mitchell ,also? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I have done so, [ believe. 
Mr. DASH. Again, what I have given t.o you, Senrutor Inouye, is 

everything that we have received, and we have no---
·l\fr. EHRLICHl\fAN. Did you give him the cassette and the transcript 

of the cassette, counsel? 
Mr. DAs~. We have the ta:pe--that is right. We have the ta.pe of 

the Mitchell meeting but I am talking about the notes. 
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the laws of attorney-client privilege, executive privilege, obstruction 
of justice and all of these subject that we seemed to be encountering in 
this. 

Senator GUR.."i"EY. 'Who was that i 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. A man named Axel Kleiboomer. 
Senator Gmuo:Y. Perhaps you can try to spell it. 
l\fr. EHRLICHMAN. K-1-e-i-b-o-o-m-e-r, a first-rate young man, a 

good lawyer, who did the, just the briefing, and he moved to me hy 
courier at San Clemente a great deal of very useful legal reading 
and I spent the first 2 or 3 days out there in trying to assimilate some 
'of this background of law. 

Senator GuaNEY. 1Yhat dates a.re these! 
Mr. EHRLICHM.AN. This would have been the 2d, 3d, 4th of April, 

along in that period. · 
•Now, the Attorney General had been at San Clemente on March 31, 

and I had had a. brief meeting with him at that time and that he had 
had a private meeting with the President that day. And then he left. 
Finally Mr. O'Brien's arrival at San Clemente--

Senator. Gmtm:Y. Did you and the Attorney General discuss Water-
gate at aI11 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, the fact that I had this assignment. 
Senator GURNEY. But nothing of substance rubout facts~ 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. But not facts as such. He indicated in this con

versation on the 28th, just ·2 days before or 3 days before, that we 
had everything he had, in effect, that is the substance of his responses 
here, and that continued to be the case in the brief conversation that 
I had with him 1before he saw the President. I told him that I was 
trying to get on top of this and I would need some help, some briefing 
help, and he said lie would find the best guy he could and he did, and 
so we got into it. 

Mr. KleiboQmer sent me two big notebooks of brief, and as I say 
that was sort of heavy going, a.nd I just sat and read it. · 

'ith Mr. O'Brien's arrival, however, that was my first interview, 
it brought me a whole new picture of this whole matter. A lot of 
~mation in what Mr. O'Brien gave me that I had never heard 

before. , 
•Senator GURNEY. You have. recounted most of that to the com-

mittee, have you not? 
Mr. EHRLICHMA..~. No; •I am not quite through. 
'Senator GUR:NEY. All right. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. There is quite a bit of business in those not.es 

about money, rubout the involvements of people who had various funds 
of money and carried money around and who got money a.nd how 
Liddy got money and this kind of thing which was all a brandnew 
subject to me at that point. I reported in quite sketchy detail to the 
President after 'l had talked to Mr. O'Brien, and he urged me at that 

"--"". ~-~.t----
Senat.or GURNEY. ·wm you tell us very briefly what he told you about 

this money and other things 1 
Mr. EHRLICHM:AN. l\fr. O'Brien? 
Senator GURNEY. Yes. 

(518) 



28. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN NOTES, APRIL 5, .. 19?3, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 98, 
7,SSC 2922-31 

,. 
I 
I 

!Cc 
! ' 

!. c~ ...... ~, .... ,tr: .. r-, 6'!< 
.I-). ,... 7 Cc 

2922 

(519) 



28. 3 JOliN EHRLICHMAN NOTES, APRIL 5, 19'13, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 98, 
7 SSC 2922-31 

2923 

·--
:/l~~ ~ 
::A~~ ~ 1- ~ ~ed._:_ 

i,00 ...W1c1c \~m.,.e_ '9, A~ 61 _ 
.· ~ ~~ ~e.._~- IA-,. 

lt- U-· . , · . 

(520) 



28. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN NOTES, APRIL 5, 1973, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 98, 
7 SSC 2922-31 

2924 

(521) 



28. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN NOTES, APRIL 5, 1973, S.SC EXHIBIT NO. 98, 
7 SSC 2922-31 

2925 

. ~\c.c1l~J., - /\~/d,.J:,c.. 
Yte.,\ Jtr.A.lo 

{JJJ\~~Q.. / , 
("-e.ll~<:,-;.., - ~- ua...c) 

(522) 



28. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAJ{.NOTES, APRIL 5, 1973, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 98, 
'1 SSC 2922-31 

2926 

. ,J _v.,( &[ lf)-/ ~,,.S<-<..,_c_.i - ~ ~'-' · f "1(3 
To bz,....._ '1 N/l1 C.~ .!· . \ 

~'70M 

---·-·-- -··----------~------

I 7xY. rf(rO 
I I 

(523) 



28. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN NOTES, APRIL 5, 1973, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 98, 
7 SSC 2922-31 

2927 

!• 

I .._ _ __: _____________ _ 
I 

,, 

i. ~v·~ ~l( Ci,rr( (J01( / 
I. . 
. A\(1'tfeuJ' ~ kt,\~ <!J '8 - h.cetl l~'.) -(/:~,l, 
!• / • 

!· uuS::~~ 

.51('(,LUfi? t,~ ti;~~ 
~)f\Y\t ~~ Sf~ ~ . 

c~-·--~ :..1 - //-: ... c.·c ~ 1:·:_-J! 

(524) 



28. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN NOTES, APRIL 5, 1973, SSC EXHIBIT .NO. 98, 
7 SSC 2922-31 

2928 

(525). 
35- 904 0 - 74 - p t. I - 34 



28. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN NOTES, APRIL. 5, 1973, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 98, 
7 SSC 2922-31 

2929 

: ,~ - \J~ CQ)~ ' 

.. -~~- . 

,. 

·--
Uv~LuaiJ 

a&~ - /k();;I ~d ~ . 

(526) 



28. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN NOTES, APRIL s; 19·13,· SSC EXHIBIT NO. 98, 
'I SSC 2922-31 - -

2930 

r--nlWfY! n~ ./I/le G) d L~ 
~ u (f' ,sfDM 

~ Gi~~AI _ 

{J! ::£,1-(W ~µ G>1 F_. -
,-

l~~W\ ct~ 
i 
I 

1. 

I· 

'--------------·----
; 

: {Yu.ti cQuJe., ( ~\(;~ -
! . . JN~'\ t1i,\\ l~k . tX tJ1t\ ...---_ 

fi\G.1-t,; 

A 111WJ( mrr1 J4"~"~1-- . 
Sr,\1 . ~--.:...:..1.,~\ l.:x..:.c/.~-

(527) 



28. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN NOTES, APRIL 5, 1973, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 98, 
7 SSC 2922-31 

I: 
;:; 

2931 

:tru?( .Y< C ~ J,~ -
I ':> - ~ -t'o '5- /(,,, 

,:, ~~ C..oi-+- 2vr--a 

-~ Cv>l_ 11 Cu~ 

·, ~~\ ~0Q..A.O t,{tL"'"V 
, 0~ 2Do-O 

v' -7..oc,-o 

~~i lco.-'l~O t';fi,0 . . & ,;J\) 
, .. , .. - . 

<:.Ji\ [>\ ·,,-' (J 
Wu,(" -

,, 
~ " ·.~.-. -

Lv1~ ~ ~~()-1.J . 

N,~~ -

330V 

(528) 

{00-0 
1 l OC) 

GAV l<{._.:, 1,.·-:> 



28.4 

:J.ohn D. Ehrlichrnan 

April 3, 1973 

PM 12:35 

2:10 

5:37 

April 4, 1973 

AM 10:35. 

PM 6:07 

-April 5, 1973 

AM 

PM 

April 6, 

AM 

PM 

April 8, 

AM 

11:45 

3:00 

1973 

10:57 

1 :25 

7:06 

10:29 

1973 

9:29 

10:40 

MEETINGS AND CONVERSATIONS BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND 
JOHN EHRLICHMAN1 APRIL 51 19?3 , 

tHJ1·· ,!_J·J -~, 
kdf 

1 :32 Luncheon hosted by President and Mrs. 
Thieu at LaCasa Pacifica - San Clemente 

3:25 President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Ziegler 2:11-2:14} 

5:47 ' President placed local call to Mr. Ehrlichman 

12:38PM President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Haldeman 9:08- 11:20 &: 12:!)5 - 12:40) 

6:09 President placed local call to Mr. Ehrlichman 

2:00PM President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Haldeman 11:45-3:00) 

3:30 President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Ziegler 3:15-3:25} 

101536 

11:22 President rnet with Mr. Ehrlichman 

l :50 President · met with Mr. Ehrlichman 

7:50 Motored from San Clemente to Anaheim 
Stadium to California Angels Dugout 7:50Pw1 

11:09 Motored fro1n Anaheim Stadium to San Clemente 

4:35 PM El Toro to Andrews AFB 

12:20PM President met ,vith Ehrlichman in flight 
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29. On April 6, 1973 Ehrlichman met with Kalmbach in the Bank of 

America parking lot in San Clemente, California. Ehrlichman's notes 

dictated after the meeting reflect a discussion of Kalmbach's activities 

in raising and disbursing money for the Watergate defendants. Kalmbach 

told Ehrlichman that he had retained the services of an attorney, Paul 

O'Connor. 
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29.1 JOHN EHRLICHMAN LOG, APRIL 6, 1973 

/ THUR3;J_)._y, APRIL 5, 1973 

8-10 :30 Paul ()l 3rien 
11:00 1 ,.1..~0 _p'..1. 3'qa·,,. ... ~ . •-' - _:, _ __ .... t. 

3:00 P_,re;:;id~n.t 
4:00. .Judge ~Iatthew Byrne 

r/' FRIDAY. APRIL ·6, 1973 

10:30 .. Bebe Rebozo 
11 :00 Preside!'"'. 

[.11 :3. 0 · . Herb Kalmbach (parking lo~ of Bank of Am.:!ricas 
San Clemente) 

1:00 · Ted Ashley {Warner Brothers) 
l:1S-s45 · . President . 

1:4§:00 .._· ---~ .... ise'sP.:'eH!nch with Ash.l,ey 
7:00 Baseball gam.e with the President --Anaheim. 

~ SUNDAY. APRIL 8, 1973 

8:30 Helicopter from Palomar 
9:00 Dep·~rt ~1 Toro · · · 
4:30 Arrive Andrews ~ident (Ai.r-Fo;ce One) 
5-7 HRH., John Dean ---~---

J MONDAY, APRIL 9, 1973 

10:30 Secretary Shultz' office - Stein, Ash, Flanigan 
12:30 Lunch with A"'O-- a.t Justice 
2-2 :45..:...-____ ..hP->::::esident 
6:30 . Blair Hou3e - Senators Ervin, Baker 

/ TUESDAY, APRIL 10 1 1973 

8:30 
10: 15 
11:15 
12 ;45-2 

Bipa!"tisan Leade!'ship 
Le_r.. Ga:-ment, Ziegl~r 
Zi.<!gle.:-, _H8.H ----
President 

----.,..---,-:--:---::-
2:20 i\£:-. L\!.C ·~ (Con :SdJ, 1-,fa.rsi:ia~l ).{cDo:111".i (Flo:::-:.ch. P·~~"'--er 

3 :08 
3: 15 
5' :<iD 

ctr.d Ligh::.) 
F.RH ----
J;:>;_.:::~<l ~i- D~;:,.n 
------ ·----L,~ n. ~:-.J. ·--~ .1.3 rit 
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Mr. EHRLICIBIAN. Yes. He told me about a fund of money that 
existed at the Committee To Re-Elect, of which he knew, and he had 
a piece of paper that had a lot of information on it, this was Bart 
Porter's account, as he called it. It was in cash from Sloan to Porter, 
about$50,000 of it was pre-April 7 money, $37,000 of it went t-0 Gordon 
Liddy, and then he has a whole lot of payments out, most of which I 
believe Mr. Porter has testified to here. 

Senator Gmu"'iEY. I see. 
Well~ let's not go over those that we already lmow. 
~Ir. Emu.IcHMAN. Right. 
Senator GURNEY. But give us new information. 
Mr. ElL."tlLICHMAN. He told me about some campaign violations, cam

paign funding violations, which he said the General Accounting Office 
knew of which involved, oh, nothing over about $10,000 hut a lot of 
different items. He told me about Liddy getting some money for 
Cuban demonstrators in Washington, D:C., you had testimony on that, 
I guess, and so then I got into the question of who ran the Committee 
To Re-Elect ·at various times, particularly during the planning period 
here. He said that Magruder said he was running the committee, but 
he was seeing Mr. Mitchell twice a day during this period of time and 
he felt it was safe to say that Mitchell was running the committee 
even when he was Attorney General. 

Now, that is the balance of the interview with O'Brien, but that 
gave me a lot of p~rspective on this thing that I had never had before. 

Senator GURNEY. Did he give you any information on the planning 
of the break-in~ 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes; and I testified with Senator Inouye about 
that, those :four meetings and that whole business. 

Senator GURNEY. Fine. · 

[ 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I had only one other substantive interview while 
w~ were at San Clemente in the remaining 3 or 4 days and that was 
with Mr. Kalmbach, but I became aware through Mr. Haldeman, who 
was reporting to me, conflicting conversations that he was having with 
Mitchell and Dean on this whole subject of should Dean go to the 
grand jury or should Dean go to the prosecutor, and we began trying 
to understand what lay behind this. Well, I had the background of 
l\fr. O'Brien's interview; and we zeroed in on the fact that it had to 
do with these four meetings or three meetings or what~ver there were, 
and whether or not J\!r; Mitchell might have some exposure for perjury 
on account of having testified that the meetings were canceled or not. 

Senator GURNEY. Yes. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. And so I had Bob Haldeman trying to get a 

straight answer out of Mr. Mitchell and he said he could not, so I called 
Dick Moore and asked him if he would talk to John Mitchell because 
I knew they had a close relationship. 

Senator GURNEY. And that was the reason for Moore's trip t-0 New 
York? 

Mr. EHRLicn~rAN. No; it was not. It was snbsequent to that trip 
to New York. I beiieve this was a telephone call which Mr. Moore 
said he made to John Mitchell. and Mr. Moore, I believe. also talked 
to Mr. Mitchell's attorney, although I am not positive of that. But 
in any event, Mr. Moore reported back that l\Ir. l\fitchell was con
fident that he had not in any way violated any perjury statute, 
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:Mr. EunLICHl\IAN. 'What he told me in the second interview I had 
with him I felt was correct and the truth and that he was trying very 
hard to tell me everything he knew. I had a favorable impression of 
what he told me, that is, of the-of his attempt to tell the truth. 

Senator MoNTOYA. The point I am trying to make is, did you reach 
any conclusion from the interviews with respect to him as to whether 
or not he was involved either in the pre-June 17 complicity or afted 

}fr. EnRLICHl\IAN. I see. He told me that he had received from the 
Committee To Re-Elect notice that they had an intelligence capability. 
HB--'and I confronted him with what'Mr. Magruder had alleged which 
was that l\Ir. Magruder had sent over to him a budget which included 
specific reference to bugging and he said no he would have remembered 
if anything like that had come over. He was sure he had never seen 
anything like that. He said that he did receive from Mr. l\Iagrnder 
some material designated Sedan Chair, and it looked to him like syn
opses of wiretap information. Of course, we have learned since that 
Sedan Qhair was not a wiretap but that was the only thing he said he 
received. He said h~ got no Gemstone material at.all. 

Senator MONTOYA. Mr. Ehrlichman, I am just interested in what 
you concluded as a result of the interviews with respect to these in
dividuals. 

Mr. EHRLICIUIAN. All right. My conclusion with regard to Mr. 
Strachan was that he was a messenger, that he was not an active plan
ner or executor of any plan but simply a conveyor back and forth. 

Senator ·MoNTOYA. All right. Now what conclusion did you reach 
with respect to Mr. Kalmbach i 

Mr. EHRLICHl\lAN. :My conclusion after talking with Mr. Kalmbach, 
as you will see in this memorandum that we have now given the staff, 
I take it,,perhaps it is best if ·I simply read you a short portion of that 
as my then contemporaneous conclusion. That will ,probably be the best 
evidence. Do you have that, counsel i 

Mr. WILSON. I gave them the only copy I had. 
Mr. EHRLICH:rtIAN. Do you want to read it i 
Senator l\foNTOYA. Let me, I am running out of time now. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. All right, very shortly, Senator--
Senator MONTOYA. I merely wanted to get an indication as to what 

kind of an inquiry you had conducted with respect to each individual. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. All right. l\Iy inquiry with him was as to his 

money-raising efforts and whether or not he knew, either directly or 
whether he knew circumstances surrounding his efforts which might 
have put him on notice that he was engaged in an effort to buy the 
silence of defendants and I was satisfied that he did not know. 

Senator :MoxroYA. All right, what inquiry did you make about Mr. 
Kalmbach'? 

l\fr. EHRLICHl\L\N. I interviewed Mr. Kalmbach. 
Senator l\IoxTOYA. Just briefly, what inquiry did you-you inter-

viewed him? 
Mr. EnRLICJDfAN. Yes, sir. 
!Senator l\foxTOYA . .All ri.ght . .And you taped his conversation~ 
l\fr. EHRLICTDL\N. No, sir. I made this mernorand_um afterward 

whic.h I han; gfren to the staff. 
Senator MoXTOYA. All right. 
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of making findings of fact as to the testimony of specific witnesses. 
But passing that for the moment, it seems to me that whether there 
are conflicts in the evidence is not nearly as important asto whether or 
not conflicts in the evidence are supported, one side or the other, by cor
robor3:ting h1~epen~ent evidence on material points, and I ~ope th~t 
you will find rt possible, and the other memhe~'S of the committee will 
find it possible, to examine the various extrinsic pieces of ev:idence such 
as the letter from the CI.A to the FBI and things of that kind, to 
determine which of conflicting testimony is entitled to the greater 
weight. · . 

Senator MoNTOYA. I am sure that we will do that. ·I personally will, 
I can assure you, Mr. Ehrlichman. 

:Mr. EuRI,ICHMAN. Thank you, Senator. , 
Senator nfoNTOYA. I will weigh the weight of the testimony, and I 

will also give consideration to any documentary evidence that you pre
. sent here and certain Iv I think all the members will. 

l\fr. EHRUCHl'IIAN. Good, thank you. · 
Senator .ERVIN. I think one of the prime functions of this committee, 

outside of making recommendations for legislation, is to find the facts 
and what the facts are-whether the testimony is from witnes.5e5 or 
from documents. Senator Weicker. 

r. Mr. ,vu,SON. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman, may the notes of the meet-
1 ·. ing of April 6 which I passed to the Chair be included in the record at 

this point~ 

L 
Senator EnvIN. Yes; the reporter will mark it as .an exhibit. and 

admit it as such. , 
[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 100. *] 
Mr. )V ILSON. Thank you, sir. Excuse me Senator )Veicker. 
Senator ·)VEICKER. ~Ir. Chairman, I think a bell has just rung for a 

vote and this might be the proper.time to recess. 
Senator ERVIN. We will recess and hurry back as fast as we can. 
fRecess.] 
Senafor ERVIN. Senator "\Veicker, you may examine the witness. 

· ,Senator ,vErCKER. Mr. Ehrlichman, I am going to refer to your 
opening statement before the committee and specifically on . page 11 of 
that opening statement, and in the bottom of paragraph you state: 

The counsel has always had political duties. The President is the -Nation's · 
Chief Executive but he is also by longstanding tradition his political party's 
leader. Any President has a political role to play whether he is going to run 
for re-election or not. 'But if he is a candidate then •he is both an executive and 
a practicing politician. Every such politician wants information, and the Presi
dent, in Ms politician role, is no <li.l'terent from the others. He needs and . wants 
information about issues, supporters, opponents, and en~ry other political sub
ject known to man. For the year 1969 to 19i0 when I left the post of counsel, 
I attempted to gather purely political information for the President as I was 
expected to do, out of real concern for reciprocity, attempted to use only con· 
ventional nongovernmental sources of information; as one might h:ire politieal 
aides in a political campaign. Tony Ulase,.,icz was hired to do ·this chore of in
formation-gathering. He wus paid from existing Nixon political money by check 
under an appropriate emplo)·er's tax number. Among other assignments he ex
ecuted potential ()pposition for vulnerability. So far as I am aware, in my tenure 
as counsel, :\Ir . Ul,1se\\;cz conduC'ted his assignments legally and properly in all 
re.;;peets. 

•s,-e p. 2947. 
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EXHIBIT No. 100 

Notes of a meeting with Herb Kalmbach, April 6, 1973, 
in San Clemente, California approximately Noon 

Kalmbach was very concerned about the e!!ect of his testimony 
with regard to raising money for the Watergate defendant• upon 
Kalmbach's reputation and family. _ · · · 

. It is his recolle"ction that John Dean telephoned h.un to ask him to 
do so upon the representation that both Bob Haldeman and John 
Ehrlichman had OKayed his doing so. · 

Kalmbach assumed that he would not be asked to do anything 
illegal or improper , he had no occasion to check the law nor to 
inquire into the disposition of the funds, he ·arranged for a "Mr. Rivers" 
to carry the money from California, to Washington and to deliver it · 
according to John Dean's instructions. 

Kalmbach does not know to this day .how the money was used. He 
was not willing to ·disclose to me who he raised the money from but 
my impression is that he raised it from two individuals who paid 
him. .. cash and desired passio~ately to remain anonymous. 

Kalmbach has the impression that the money was to be used for . 
compassionate purposes, that is, the support of the families of 
the imprisoned defendants, and that the money was being furnished 
to them by way of a moral obligation for the well-being of the 
families, He understands .. that some o! the money was to be used 
for attorneys' fees for the men either direcUy or indirecUy. Kalmbach 
has · retained the services of an attorney named Paul O'Connor of 
Phoenix, a long-time friend, and he asked that I see Mr. 0• Connor 

. on his first visit to Washington aa,a courteay. I agreed to do so • 

••• 
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30. On April 8, 1973 Dean started to meet with the prosecutors. 

While meeting with the prosecutors, Dean received a call from Air Force 

One from Haldeman's assistant Lawrence Higby, who asked Dean to be in 

Ehrlichman's office that afternoon .for a meeting. Ehrlichman and 

Haldeman met with Dean from 5:00 until 7:00 p.m. There was a discus

sion of the possibility of a grand jury appearance by Dean. Ehrlich

man has testified that they discussed, among other things, what this 

"hang up" was between Mitchell and Dean and Dean's feeling that 

Mitchell did not want Dean to talk to the prosecutors or appear before 

, the grand jury. Ehrlichman has also testified that the President 

decided on the flight that he wanted Dean to go to the grand jury, and 

that Ehrlichman and Haldeman conveyed that to Dean at the meeting. 
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EvEXTS LEiDI:N"G UP TO THE Pr..EsIDE);T's ST.i.TE~IB);T O.F .APRIL 17 

During the time I was having conferences with the Governmen; 
prosecutors, I was avoiding con,,-ersations with )Iitchell, Ehrlichman 
and Haldeman as much as I could. However, on several occa3iom J 
did talk with Ehrlichman while he was in California. At one point 
he called me and asked if I had completed my report that I had beer 
working on at Camp David. I told him it was still incomplete. HE . 
said that I should send him whate•;er I had completed. I told hin: 
that a section dealing with Segretti's activities, which had been pre
pared by Dick )Ioore, but which I had not reviewed myself, was com
plete ·a.5 far as I was concerned and I would send it on to him. He said 
I should send it to California immediately on the DX machine. He 
said that H:ildeman was interested in getting these facts out now 
because the timing might be good; I sent the report that had been 
written by llr . .lloore, a copy of which I have submitted to the 
committee. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit Xo. 34-44.*] 
)Ir. DR.L'.. I. also had a conversation with :Mitchell about Paul· 

O'Brien going our. to vi.sit with Haldeman in California. )litchell told 
me that he wanted ff Brien to go out and visit with Haldeman and that 
he had worked out the meeting. I felt like telling )litchell that I 
thought that when I learned the meeting had been switched from 
Haldeman to Ehrlichman, that O'Brien ,vas being set up, that Ehrlich· 
man would probe him on everything he knew about )litchell, Dean, 
and anyone else involved. I did not know if this in fact occurred, but 
knowing that Ehrlichman and Haldeman were very busy protecting 
their flanks, I would have to believe that it did occur. I have never 
talked with O'Brien about ,,vhat did occur during his meeting with 
Ehrlichman. · 

Ehrlichman also asked me if I knew when I would be called before 
the grand jury. I told him I did not, but that my lawyers were dis
cussing the matter with the prosecutors. I did not tell him that I had 
already met with the prosecutors but he told me that he wanted to 
know when I was going to be called because he wanted to talk with 
me before I appeared. 

I I believe that the President returned from California on Sunday, 
April 8. I was scheduled to meet with the prosecutors that afternoon. 
nf y attorneys had been discussing my testimony with the prosecutors 
and they had worked out an arrangement whereby I could gh·e the 
prosecutors my knowledge directly and what I told them would not 
later be used against me if they should prosecute. me. I felt that I 
should tell Haldeman that I was going to meet with the prosecutors 
personally so I called him in California on the morning of .April S 
before they departed for 1Vashington. I made the call from )fr. Shaf
fer's office and when I told him this he said that I should not meet 
with the prosecutors because, as he said, .:Once the toothpaste is out 
of the tube, it:s going- to be very hard to get it back in_:, .After this 
comment, I did not tell Haldeman whether I would or would not m~~t 
with them and in fact the meeting went forward. Dnrina the meeting 
and while the President was flying east, I recei\·ed a. call from .:\.i1· 

•See p. 1:!!H. 
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Force One from Higby, who asked me to be in Wisdom's (Ehrlich
man's code name) office at a certain time for a meeting. I believe the 
meeting was set :for 4 or 5 o'clock. · 

I departed from the meeting with the prosecutors to go into _the 
,vnite Honse. I went to Ehrlichman's office. There I found Ehrlich
man and Haldeman who had just arrived from Andrews Air Force 
Base and we ch:itted :for a brief moment abou:t their trip. I raised the 
fact that I had read in the paper that morning that Colson had taken 
a l_ie detector test. I said _tha~ I hope everyone is willing to take such 
a he detector test because 1t will proba;bly be necessary now that Colson 
has taken a test. Thev asked me if I had met vet with the prosecutors 
or knew when I wolild be called before the grand jury. I avoided a 
direct uns-wer to the question by saying that my lawyers were , still 
having discussions with the prosecutors about my appearance before 
the grand jnry. I was then asked some questions about testimonial 

L areas but I gave them evasive answers. Even these evasive answers, 
which raised matters which rela.ted to them.·_ , brought forth responses 
that they did not remember it quite as I did. 

During the week of April 9 to April 14, I ·had several conversations 
with Ehrlichman and Haldeman but I tried to avoid them as much 
as possible. I recall some discussions howeyer · regarding getting 
:Mitchell to step forward . The theory that had 1been discussed before 
they went to California was becoming the policy-'-"!£ Jfitchell takes . 
the rap the public will have a high level person · and be satisfied and 
the matter will finally end." I felt during each encounter I had with 
them that I was very much a problem for them .but they did not want- · 
me to know that they felt· so. How.ever, a:fter having been im-olved 
with them for months on end in this matter, it was Yery easy for me 
to reco.itnize a changed attitude, and on occasion they were almost 
patronizing in dealing with me. . · · 

On Monday, April 9, Mitchell called me and told me he was coming 
to Washington and wanted to meet with me. I informed Ehrlichman 
and Haldeman of l\Iitchell's request and they both wanted meto meet 
with hir:g. I also discussed this with counsel and there was some discus
sion with the Government about the meeting. The prosecutors were 
interested in mv taping the conversation but I told them I thought it 
was most unfair to do, to ~Iitchell, and that I would not go in and set 
hlmn~ · 

After discussing this :further with my attorney, and rejecting the 
su~gestion that I record the conversation, I agreed to meet with 
:Mitchell but I had been instructed by counsel to prepare a memoran
dum of the meeting as soon as the meeting- was over. I agreed to do 
this and I have submitted a copy of that memorandum to the 
committee. · · 

rThe docnmf>nt referred to was marked exhibit No. 34-45.*] · 
l\Ir. DF.AN. The. snm and substance of the meeting w~s that if and 

when I were called to testify I would testify fully and honestly. )fit
chell said that he understood and did not suggest that I do otherwi~. 
He did, however, believe that mv testimony would be wry harmful to 
the President and said that he felt that I°shonld not t<>stify if at all 
possible. I rl"ported m_v meeting with l\Iitchell to Haldeman and 
Ehrlichman later. 

*See p. 1308. 
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{1a.i, . 
. :._,,,/' _· · ..• --~· 

/ THURSDAY, APRIL 5, 1973 

8-10:30 Paul 0 1 Brien 
11:0011•~::,· Q _p-:.('3qO.•"',..~ 

• • J,. ·-;, _ ........ t.. 

3:00 ..l?..resident 
4:00 . Judge Matthew Byrne 

r/°' FRIDAY. APRIL 6, 1973 . 

10:30 .,Bebe Rebozo 
11 :00 ________ . ..!P:....;r::.:e:::s ident 
11 :30 · . Herb Kalmbach (parking lot of Bank of Am.erica:= 

· San Clemente) 
1:00 · Ted Ashley (Warner Brothers) 
1:15-1:45 -·-_ Presid:mt . 
1:4~:00 ..... - ---~-d:e~nch with Ashley 
7:00 Baseball gam.e with the President --Anaheim. 

SUNDAY, APRIL 8, 1973 

8:30 ·Helicopter from Palomar 
9:00 Dep-~rt El Toro 
4:30 Arrive Andrews · 2~0 - Pre_;!ident (Air Force One) 

5-7 HRH, John Dean -------
MONDAY, APRIL 9, 1973 

10:30 Secretary Shultz' office - Stein, Ash, Flanigan 
12:30 Lunch with A"G- at Justice 
2-2:45,.:..-----..,;.P...,resident 
6:30 . Blair Houae - Senators Ervin, Baker 

I TUESDAY, APRIL 10, 1973 

8:30 Bipartisan Leade~ship 
10:15 Le_n Garment, Ziegler 
11 :15 Ziegler, _HRH ------
12 :45-2 President 
2:20 r"vi::-. Luc -~ (Con :Sd), i-J[arshall :vfcDo:1ald (Flo:::-ich P•.:>t_v·er 

3:00 
3:15 
5:00 

and Ligh::) 
ERH_ 
J::,j.::.~d by De;:>.n 
Lert Ga.i~rlt-
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and that he just did not ,think it was a good idea for the President's 
lawyer to be going out and testifying; m otlwi· words, it was an at
torney-client privilege kind of position that he was contending for. It 
did not satisfy me. 

Senator GURNEY. Mitchell now talking about Dean should not 
testify1 ·. 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. That is correct. This thing continued to be a 
nagging question,. and so we called John Dean, as we were headed 
back, I talked to Haldeman further about this. Dean was not talking 
to me, all through this period of time, I had not had phone call one 
from him, which was very unusual because I used to hear from him 
from time to time on various subject.s, including W a.tergate, but I was 
completely not on his telephone list and Bob Haldeman was hearing 
from him all the time. So we talked about what Bob Haldema.n---

Senator GURNEY. Did he know that you were performing the role 
for the President~ 

Mr. Emu:.!CHM.AN. I believe so. 
Senator GmtNEY. All right. 
Mr. EHRUCHMAN. I believe so. I did not tell him but I believe he 

well knew it. 
As a matter of fact, just before we departed for California this 

question arose of Mr. Dean being fired by his law firm for unethical 
conduct and I sent for his personnel package in order to cheek it. The 
personnel package arrived in Fred Fielding's arms. with scotch tape 
around it a. number of times, and he said, "What do you want this 
fod" And r said, "Well, there is a story"-and that refreshed my 
recollection, I did have one phone call from John Dean and that was 
on that subject. He did call me at San Clemente about that and he said, 
"I understand you wanted to get my personnel package," and I said 
"Yes, there is this story about your ha.ving been accused of this un
ethical conduct," and he then told me the long story which he re-

" counted to this eommittee, that he eventually was able to get the 
attorney who made the charges to retract the charges, which satisfied 
me, hut I think through Fielding and through my conversation with 
Fielding on that occasion, Mr. Dean must have known that I was ac
tively in this. 

Senator GURNEY. I see. . 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. In any event, on the way -back we called and 

asked John Dean to meet us in my office when W<' returned to Wash
m~on that night, and he did so. 

. Senator GURNEY. What date 1 
:Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, April 8, 9. 
Senator GURNEY. April 8 between 5 and 7' p.m. ¥ 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Right; that was a Saturday or Sunday-that was 

a Sunday night, and we had a 2-hour meeting, Bob Haldeman, John 
Dean, and I, to try and understand what this hangi1p was between 
Mitchell and Dean. We still did not have a feel for it. Then, for the 
first time, Mr. Dean talked to us about the four meetings or the three 
meetings back in January and February and explained some of the 
nuances of the cove-rup story with regard to Mr. Magruder and the 
meetin~ which he, Dean, Magruder, and Mitchell had had in Mr. 
Mitchell's law office at a time when they were gathered with the 
attorneys in the case to discuss grand jury testimony where the thre.e 
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of them had retired to :Mr. Mitchell's partners' office away from the 
attorneys and had discussed how to reconcile their respective recol
lection of the events of the early 1972 period. So that was the first 
time that I had from Mr. Dean directly this subject matter. · · 

Senator GuRNEY. Did he talk to you at that time about his orchestra
tion of the perjury of Magruder? 

Mr. Enru..IcHMAN. He did, but he did it in very delicate terms. He 
did not in any way admit to me flatly that he had, in fact orchestrated 
it to perjury. He indicated that he had had-a part in the preparation 
of the testimony, that there were, well, I have forgotten how, it was 
a very careful explanation which did not really implicate Mr. Dean 
in suborning to perjury by any means, but· he mdicated that he was 
well familiar with the problems between M!lgruder and Mitchell, 
on the. one hand. He felt that Mr. Mitchell had problems which were 
causing Mr. Mitchell to say that Mr. Dean should not go a.nd .talk to 
the prosecutor or the gran~ jury ~nd so.this was very thoroughly dis
cussed and hashed over during that meetmg. 

Senator GURNEY. These problems between Dean and Magruder, 
specifically, did they involve who was responsible for the break-in, in 
giving the green light to it; is that what you mean i 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I gathered not. I think they involved disputes 
in their recollection as to what took place at these Liddy meetings, 
so-called, back in the early part of 1972. 

Senator GURNEY. I see. · 
Did he go in at that meeting to any detail about his own involve-

ment from June ~n-Dean, I am talking about-eoverup 1 . 
Mr. EBRLICHMAN. No; not in evidentiary terms -at all. We talked 

about the President's desire. The President on the flight back, as I 
recall, we had a meeting on the flight back of about, · nearly .2 hours 
about this and the President decided he wanted Mr. Dean to go to 
the grand jury, so we conveyed that to Mr. Dean at that time. 

Senator GURNEY. What w ·as his reaction to that 1 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Re was still very much interested in the question 

of immunity. He had some information, as I recall, about how the 
prosecutol'S felt about the ·white House, and so he imparted that to us, 
that he did not feel that anybody in the White House was a. target of 
the prosecutors, that they were after some people who had obstructed 
justice, like Mardian and LaRue and people at the committee, hut that 

L
he., Dean, felt that something like an esto. ppel or func. tional immum.·ty 
or something could be worked out with the prosecutors if he went to 
testify and he seemed generally in agreement with the idea that he go 
and testify. . 

Senator GURNEY. Was there any discussion at that meeting about-
your role in Watergate or Haldeman's role in Watergate! . 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. That did not come until this meeting of April 13. 
Senator GURNEY. Well, could we go into that one 1 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator GURNEY. On the 13th, after 2 :30 or 3 o'clock in the afternoon 

I had a conversation with Dean which wn.s apparently as a result of 
fort.her contacts which 'he had had with the pro1;ecutor. He told me 

. that Liday had talked with the prosecutors off the record irery com-
pletely and that they might get him to talk on the reeord. That his 
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31. On April 8, 1973; from 7:33 to 7:37 p.m., the President and 

John Ehrlichman spoke by telephone. The President has produced an 

edited transcript of that conversation. A sunnnary has been prepared 

of that transcript. 
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31.1 MEE'rINGS AND CONVERSATIONS, BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT AND 
JOHN EHRLICHMAN; APRIL 81 1973 

Ehrlichman 

1973 (Cont'd) 

4:40 

7:33 

1973 

2:14 

7:55 

8:21 

4:48 

7.:37 

2:45 

8:07 

8:23 

• 
Andrews ~;J to White House 

President received call from Mr. Ehrlichnian 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Mr. Haldeman 2:05-:2:45) 
(Mr. Garment 2:40-3:00) 
President placed can to Mr. Ehrlichman 

President received call from Mr. Ehrlichman 

April 10, 1973 

AM 8:37 10:19 

PM 12:48 2:00 

5:59 6:09 

April 11, 1973 

AM 11:05 ll:50 

PM 12:34 1:20 

2:20 2:59 

3:18 4:32 

7:14 7:26 

7:38 7:43 

. . . . 
President had meeting in Cabinet Room/ 

Bipartisan Cong. Leadership 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 

President placed call to Mr. Ehrlichman 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 

.President met wi~ Mr. Ehrlichman 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Mr. Haldeman 1:40-2:59) 
(Mr. Ziegler 2: 15-2:59} 

President met with Mr. Ehrlichman 
(Mr. Haldeman 3:18-4:49) 
(Mr. Ziegler 3:18-4:20) 

c:: 3t! 101;) u 

President placed long distance call to 
Mr. Ehrlichman 

President placed long distance call to 
Mr. Ehrlichman 
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31.2 HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE STAFF SUMMARY OF WHITE 
HOUSE EDITED TRANSCRIPT OF APRIL 8, 1973 CONVERSATION 

SU1111lary of White House Edited Transcript, 
April 8, 1973, From 7:33 to 7:37 p.m. 

Ehrlichman reported to the President that Dean would appear 

before the grand jury and his testimony would harm Magruder, but not 

Mitchell. The President said that Mitchell should decide whether to 

tell Dean to say nothing or lie. The President said, "Well, John is 

not going to lie." The President expressed his opinion that if Dean 

incriminated Magruder, Mitchell_should be concerned that Magruder would 

incriminate Mitchell and not Haldeman. The President also said the 

grand jury would be concerned with who gave final approval. The President 

concluded by telling Ehrlichman that Magruder had better plead the 5th 

Amendment and we don't want Mitchell popping off. 
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32. On April 11, 1973 Attorney General Kleindienst had a conversation 

with Assistant Attorney General Petersen. Kleindienst told Petersen 

that Ehrlichman had just called to tell Kleindienst that he did not feel 

that any White House aides should be granted immunity. 

Page 

32.1 Henry Petersen testimony, 9 SSC 3629................ 548 

(547) 



32.1 HENRY PETERSEN TESTIMONY1 AUGUST 71 19?31 9 SSC 3629 

3629 

effect has admitted it. Should I request his resignation?" And I said, 
"My goodness, no. Now, here is the first man who has come in to co
operate with us and certainly we don't want to give the impression 
that he is being subjected to reprisal because of his cooperation. So 
please don't ask for his resignation at this point." And tire President 
agreed to hold off until I-until he heard from me further on that 
issue. That carried on until about the 26th or 27th of October and in 
a statement on the telephone I reached the conclusion after discussions 
with Silbert that we had reached an impasse in our negotiations with 
Mr. Dean. 

l\f r. DASH. You don't mean October. You mean April. 
Mr. PETERSEN. Right, Mr. Dash. April, excuse me. 
1Ve had reached an impasse in our discussions with :J\fr. Dean and 

that I could no longer justify the President's not asking for his 
resignation, and--

Mr. DASH. Prior to that time, do you recall having a discussion with 
he .·Preside .nt concerni~g immunity that might be afforded witn~sses1 

l\lr. PETERSEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DAsH. Could you tell us briefly about that? . 
Mr. PETERSEX. ,Yell. I think that started-that started the precedmg 

W"ednesdav. l\fr. Ehrlichman had called )[r. Kleindienst and Klein
dienst called me up there and said he just had a call from .John Ehr
lichman and Ehrlichman wants to sav he didn't think anv 1,Vhite. 
House aides ought to be imnrnnized mid it didn't make much of an 
impression on me and I just made a witticism and said. "'Yell. tell 
Ehrlichman he can't count on it." and I didn't think amthing- .more 
a.bout. it. Of course, when I lea med at the encl of the week-·- . 

Mr. D.,su. And at this time )fr. Dean was in these eom·ersations, in 
cooperation with the prosecutor. 

·f --Mr. PF.TF.RSEX. That is right . .-\t tlw end of th<' week wl1£'n I learned 
L..,uean was cooperating- it made morr sen&'. The President took it up. 

The President-we went on with this for about 2 or 3 days. ,Yr had n 
diff<'rcnce in ,·i<'wpoints, of cou1-sr. The PrC'siclrnt's concern-I hope 
I accurately reflect him but it SPemed to me the Presidenfs concern 
was that from a public r<•lations point of Yiew. cC'rtainly he wanted to 
learn the impression that he as PresidC'nt was not eausing persons who 
wer<' in the upp<'l' echelons of his administration to he immm1ized and 
freNl from liability . He wanted to make certain that in that respect no 
one got the impression that they W<'l"C getting fin-orecl treatment. 

·well, you know. I understood that to be a c-onsicleration but I also 
understood that if it were in the interests of the prosecution, that it 
might be necessary to immunize som<' high echelon person. 

)fr. D.,sTJ. Did mu <'xplain that to the President? 
l\f r . PETEnsEx. I rlid indeed. 
)fr. D.,su. And did you get an unclerstanclin:r of who would make 

the ultimate dPcision on immu11itv? 
Mr. PF.TEJ::-Ex. Yes, I did. · 
)fr. D.,su. And who would h<' g-in•n that ultimate d<•cision·? 
Mr. Pt:TER~EX. )fr. 
::\fr. n.\s1r. Xmv. clirl that point in timr-
)fr . PETEr.~Ex. At that point in tinw. 
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33. On or about April 12, 1973 Ehrlichman met with Haldeman's 

assistant Gordon Strachan. Ehrlichman has testified that Strachan said 

that he had just returned from the grand jury and that upon leaving the 

grand jury room he had realized that the testimony he had given was 

mistaken with respect to the amount of money he had delivered to Fred 

LaRue. Ehrlichman has testified that he advised Strachan to get an 

attorney and, subject to the attorney's advice, to tell the prosecutor 

that he had made a mistake in his testimony. 
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'3167 --Senator MoNTOYA. Well, what particular assignment did he have 
during the compaign ~ I understood that he was going from :Mr. Halde
man's office to the CRP and back and forth. Did you know of this 
assignment? 

Mr. EHRLICH:llAN. No, sir. 
Senator Mo:-.ToY.\. Have vou since found out about this assignment? 
l\fr. EHRLICHMAN. In the course of these hearings I have learned a. 

great. deal more than I ever learned when I was in the White House. 
Senator MONTOYA. You mean you did not find out while you were at 

the 'White Honse about ·Mr. Strachan's assignment? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I knew -almost nothing about the scope of Mr. 

Straehan's assignment while he was in the White House until fate, you 
know, in the March-April period, when I got into it and I began in
terviewing people and he was one of the people I interviewed. 

Senator MoNTOYA. What did you find out about him? 
:Mr. EHRLICHMAN. At that time? 
Senator 'lfoNTOYA. Yes. 
l\fr. EHRLICH:lIAN-That he was the- liaison man between Mr. Halde

man and the Committee To Re-Elect for the purpose of keeping both 
ends of his liaison informed of the acts and desires of the other. 

Senator MONTOYA. Did you know him? 
l\fr. EHRLICH:XAN. Yes,sir. 
Senator :MoNTOYA. Did you know him to be a .-ery reliable young 

man? · 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I did not know him well enough to form an 

opinion as to his reliability. 
Senator MONTOYA. If he conveyed anything to the CRP or brought 

anything to Mr. Haldeman from the CRP, would you say that he was 
· carrying out his assignment properly 1 

·l\Ir. EHRLICHMAN. I could not speeulate as to that, sir. 
:Senator ·MONTOYA. Why can't you'?' 
l\Ir. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I just do not have that kind of knowledge. 
ow, so far as reliability is concerned, something occurs to me that 

perhaps you ought to. know. My first interview with l\lr. Strachan was 
n the occasion of his having just returned from the grand jury, and 

he ca.me in rather shaken and told me that he did not lmow what to do, 
and he was looking for somebody to give him some advi~e. He said that· 
he had just come back from testifying to the grand jury that he had 
delivered $350,000to Mr. La.Rue, and he said: 

As soon as I left there I knew that was wrong. I bad not delivered $350,000 to 
Mr. La.Rue, I bad delivered some lesser sum because I remember that they took 
some money out or I took some money oUI!:. 

I have forgotten how he put it, but some money had been taken out 
for advertising. "What should I do r' .A.nd I said, ''Well, do you have 
an attorney," and he said, "No, I do not," and I said: -

That is the first thing I think you ought to do, is get some advice. The second 
thing, it seems to me, that you ought to do. subject to yon£" attorn. ey's advice, is 

go and tell the prosecutor you think you have made ft mistake in your" testimony. 

But that is probably the onlv real gage I ha.-e of l\Ir. Strachan'~ 
stimonial reliabilitv. • 
Senator •l\foNmn: Then, what did you find out -about-what con

clusion did you reach with respect to Mr. Strachan as a result of the 
interviews that you had~ I 

0 
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